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DATE: 11 May, 2017 

TIME: 9:30 to 11:30 

LOCATION: Honeywell Room, Ottawa City Hall 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Paul Croft 

Morrison Hershfield 

PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@Darsons.com 

ACG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Frank McKinney 

City of Ottawa 

Frank. mckinnev@ottawa.ca 

Eva Spal 

City of Ottawa 

Eva.soal@ottawa.ca 

Eva Walrond 

City of Ottawa 

Eva. wa 1 ro n d @ otta wa. ca 

Mary Dickinson 

City of Ottawa 

Marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca 

Amy Macpherson 

City of Ottawa 

Amv.macoherson@ottawa.ca 

Kornel Mucsi 

City of Ottawa 

Kornel. mucsi@ottawa.ca 

Jim Bowser 

City of Ottawa 

James.bowser@ottawa.ca 

Genya Stefanoff 

OC Transpo 

Genva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca 

Lauren Reeves 

City of Ottawa 

La u ren. reeves@otta wa .ca 

Jillian Savage 

City of Ottawa 

Jillian.savaee@ottawa.ca 

Rahmie Doueidar 

City of Ottawa 

Rahmie.doueidar@ottawa.ca 

Marc Magierowicz 

Stage 2 Office 

Marc.maeierowicz@ottawa.ca 

Eric Lalande 

RVCA 

Eric.lalande@RVCA.ca 

Sylvie Lalonde 

NCC 

Svlvie.lalonde@ncc.ccn.ca 

Arto Keklikian 

NCC 

arto.keklikian@ncc-ccn.ca 

Eva Katie 

NCC 

Eva.katic@ncc-ccn.ca 

Martin Barakengera 

NCC 

Martin, barakeneera@ncc-ccn.ca 

Frank Vanderlaan 

MTO 

Frank.vanderlaan@ottawa.ca 

Scott Ritchie 

Hydro Ottawa 

Scott, ritch ie@h vd rootta wa .com 

Allan Evans 

Ottawa Fire 

Al la n .eva ns@otta wa .ca 

John Price (by phone) 

MVCA 

iorice@mvc.on.ca 

Duncan McNaughten 

Fire Services 

Duncan.mcnauehten@ottawa.ca 

Claudia Dias (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

claudia.dias@canada.ca 

Karla Barboza (by phone) 

MTCS 

Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca 

Laura Hatcher (by phone) 

MTCS 

Laura. E.Hatcher@ontario.ca 

David Jeanes 

Transport Action 

david@ieanes.ca 


Presentation 


A formal presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring, and the preliminary preferred corridor. 


Discussion 


Ridership Potential 


Was Stittsville ridership taken into account? 


1 


Yes, the ridership potential of Stittsville was considered in the evaluation of alternative corridors. The numbers 
suggest that for Corridors 12 and 13, turning north at NS arterial is the logical choice over continuing west. 
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2 

Is lots of parking a major indicator of ridership. Is ridership potential reduced if parking is not considered? 

It depends on location, as it is very contextual. The modelling that will be done as part of this study will provide a 
range of anticipated demand for Park and Rides to consider. 

3 

Looking at the route options, how much ridership is within Kanata, and how much is coming and going. Is there an 
opportunity for a loop? 

In Kanata, there is a fair amount of internal travel, as half of Kanata residents work in Kanata. This Study must 
consider the wider transit network needs in as much as the LRT should act as the Community rapid transit spine, 
with supporting BRT corridors or general bus services branching off it as ribs. These BRT corridors will start to 
create a grid of high level transit service, from which local travel opportunities will be enhanced and developed. 
What we expect to see is an integrated network addressing both internal and local travel needs. Operating a loop 
would not accomplish the creation of an integrated, high level-of-service network. 

General Questions or Comments 

4 

With regards to branching, the outcome of 12-minute service would be an improvement on what exists today. 

This service interval would only be during peak periods, and would not be sufficient to generate the necessary 
ridership to support this investment. 

5 

If we have comments, will they be rolled in prior to Open House? 

Yes. If you have any significant changes proposed for the evaluation, please do provide them. 

6 

From a power supply perspective, do you have preliminary station locations? 

No. Once the corridor has been selected, we will determine where stations will be located. 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 

7 

Regarding Corridor 8, the TOD potential along highways is typically low from what we have seen in other cities. 

In the west end of Corridor 8, there is potential to shift the alignment north of the highway and centralize it into 
the community. With the existing pedestrian crossings and additional linkages examined in this study there is 
potential to draw across the highway. Post meeting: A workshop was held with City Staff on June 15 to discuss the 
future transit oriented development potential along 3 LRT corridor options: #5 to the north along March Road, #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417, and #13 along the Trans Canada Trail. 

8 

Try to emphasize pedestrian access to the stations. Highways act as a barrier and can be difficult to overcome 
with regards to fostering accessibility. 

Noted. 

9 

For the median highway option, were air right options considered for TOD? 

No. While this may be considered in the longer term, the reality is that in the shorter term there is available land 
and space elsewhere in the community for intensification to defer this discussion. 

10 

Will TOD and the provision of a Park and Ride be considered together? 

Yes. The preferred corridor will consider TOD implication and structured parking to provide suitable development 
sites. Examples across Ontario will be considered. 

Park and Ride 

11 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit network.. Eagleson 
Station, in Corridor 8 for example, will be located north of the Highway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride on the south side. 

12 

Please ensure consideration given to providing a Park and Ride at the terminus of the corridor, once selected. 

The intention is that terminal, be it ultimate or interim, would have a robust bus terminal and parking provided. 

This will be examined after selecting the corridor. 

Evaluation Questions 

13 

The agricultural role of the Greenbelt should be reflected in the evaluation. 

Agreed. Only existing roads or rights of way through the Greenbelt are being considered to avoid the hardened 
barrier effect of a new corridor 























Kanata Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Agency Consultation Group Meeting #1 


Page 3 of 3 


14 

How does Corridor 10 have a lower ridership score than northern routes, considering it connects to Eagleson Park 
and Ride? 

Corridor 10 does not connect to Terry Fox , and does not have as much land available for connections. It is also 
less able to support future development. One of the challenges is that the park and ride can be served by LRT , 
but it will not service the future BRT. 

15 

Do you have an order of magnitude for cost of each of these corridors? 

No. For the costing criteria , the study team considered the length of corridor , number of grade separations, 
complexity of the separations, soil conditions, and potential contamination as a proxy for costs. It is a 
comparative evaluation. 

Study Objectives 

16 

Will this study consider a location for an MSF? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension. This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF 7 and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating the 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie, which would serve LRT to Kanata as well. While consideration of an MSF was not in 
the initial scope of work for this study , and has not yet been considered , it appears that evaluation of MSF site 
alternatives may need to be included as part of this study. If this work proceeds , then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming. 

17 

Is grade separation necessary at all corridors? This would contribute to cost. 

Direction from management is full grade separation. 

Closing Remarks 

18 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to SteDhen.fitzDatrick@Darsons.com . 
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DATE: 16 May, 2017 

TIME: 1:30 to 3:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Library, Room A 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

An 2 ela.tavl 0 r@ 0 ttawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@Darsons.com 

BCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Paul Devey 

KNRP 

devevman@email.com 

Graham Nicoll 

Ericsson 

2raham.nicoll@ericsson.com 

Janet MacDonald 

OCDSB 

Janet.Macdonald@ocdsb.ca 

Martin Vanderwouw 

KRP Properties 

mvandewouw@kroorooerties.com 

Curtis Scarlett 

Minto 

CScarlett@minto.com 

Sueling Ching 

West Ottawa Board of Trade 

suelin2@westottawabot.com 

Jenna Sudds 

Kanata North Business Association 

Jenna.Sudds@kanatanorthbia.ca 

Eric Topolinksy 

Riocan (Tanger) 

eto do 1 n is kv@ riocan.com 

Andy Thompson 

Nokia 

andv.thomoson@nokia.com 

Adam Nadeau 

Nokia 

adam.nadeau.ext@nokia.com 

Marcel Denomme 

Urbandale 

mdenomme@urbandale.com 

Geoff Publow 

Senators Sports & Entertainment 

oublow2@ottawasenators.com 

Councillor Wilkinson 

City Councillor 

Marianne.wilkinson@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring, and the preliminary preferred corridor. 

Discussion 

Corridor Questions 

1 

It was noted that the Kanata North business community makes a substantial contribution to employment in the 

City of Ottawa, and the GDP of Canada as a whole. Recent announcements of investment in Kanata North by 
technology companies was also referenced in discussing the importance of this area. 

The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the ultimate 
corridor chosen for LRT , this study will examine how to best serve this community with reliable rapid transit. 

2 

How do the northern alignments serve the park and ride and Eagleson? 

The park and ride would be served with a pedestrian bridge to the station located on the north side of Highway 

417. 

3 

Do all 13 corridors you are considering end up at the Canadian Tire Centre? 

Yes, for comparison purposes that is the anticipated terminus. The exact location of the terminus will be 
confirmed as part of this study. 

4 

Are the indicators weighted equally? 

Yes , they are considered equally. 

5 

When Corridor 8 gets to Terry Fox it bends North - what is the purpose of this? 

The intention is to move it far enough away from the highway to produce viable development land. Additionally, 
were the corridor to remain against the highway there would be inadequate space for both Feedmill Creek and 
development lands. 

6 

The corridors to the north are being penalized because it needs to travel a long circuitous route to get to the CTC 
and biases the evaluation. 
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Currently the Canadian Tire Centre is the planned terminus for LRT to Kanata. If the study team observes 
potential in a northern or southern route, it may be examined with a modified terminus to determine if this 
changes the outcome of the evaluation. 

7 

Post-meeting: Based on feedback received from the public, the study team is conducting a further review of 
ridership potential and development potential along 3 LRT corridor options: #5 to the north along March Road, #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417, and #13 along the Trans Canada Trail. 

Study Questions 

8 

The Canadian Tire Centre is presumed to be there in the future? 

It is presumed to be a sought-after destination, if not an arena it is identified as an area of intense development 
in the future. This will we explored in subsequent phases, to confirm that the terminus is in the correct location 

9 

Does this study assume that the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facilities will be in place? 

Yes, any infrastructure that is part of the affordable network in the TMP is assumed to be in place. In corridors 
where the alignments overlap with approved BRT corridors, it would take the place of BRT. 

10 

Will you be determining station locations? 

Yes, upon the selection of a preferred corridor. 

11 

Will this study consider a location for an Maintenance and storage facility (MSF)? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension. This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF, and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating the 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie which would serve LRT to Kanata as well. While consideration of an MSF was not in 
the initial scope of work for this study, and has not yet been considered, it appears that evaluation of MSF site 
alternatives may need to be included as part of this study. If this work proceeds, then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming. 

12 

Will bikes be able to be brought on? 

Yes, with some peak period restrictions. There will also be sheltered bicycle facilities at stations 

Park and Ride Questions 

13 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit Network.. Eagleson 
Station, in Corridor 8 for example, will be located North of the Fiighway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride. 

14 

Who are the users of the park and rides in Kanata today? 

Eagleson is used mostly by people who live within the Kanata urban area. Terry Fox is used by people from the 
local urban area and points west. Canadian Tire Centre is mostly used by people further west, or in communities 
outside the urban boundary. 

A discussion was held regarding the impact of autonomous vehicles. It is not anticipated that autonomous vehicles will 
impact the selection of a corridor. 

Closing Remarks 

15 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to SteDhen.fitzDatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 16 May, 2017 

TIME: 6:30 to 8:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Library, Room A 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Angela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@Darsons.com 

PCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Rod MacLeam 

Katimavik Hazeldean CA 

Rod4macleanl@nef.ca 

Ronald Servant 

Monahan Landing CA 

rservant@gmail.com 

Benoit Duquette 

CEPEO (French Public School Board) 

Benoit.duauette@ceoeo.on.ca 

John Neale 

TACK 

John.L.Neale@gmail.com 

Neil Thomson 

Kanata Beaverbrook CA 

Neilithomson@rogers.com 

Rick Nelson 

Crystal Beach Lakeview CA 

ricknelson@ncf.ca 

Sefton Haisz 

TACK 

sefton@svmoatico.ca 

Julie Gourley 

TACK & Sustain Kanata North 

Julie@iakeland.ca 

Jacques Rochon 

TACK 

Jrocc607@rogers.com 

Karen Hawley 

Healthy Transportation Coalition 

karenhawl@gmail.com 

Councillor Wilkinson 

City Councillor 

Marianne.wilkinson@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring, and the preliminary preferred corridor. 

Discussion 

Corridor Questions 

1 

Significant investment is being made in Kanata North. These people need a viable transit alternative. 

The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the ultimate 
corridor chosen for LRT, this study will examine how to best serve this community with reliable rapid transit. 

2 

Is expanding beyond the planned terminus a consideration? 

Based on a preliminary review, it is anticipated that the terminus will be the Palladium area. This will we explored 
in subsequent phases, to confirm that the terminus is in the correct location 

3 

1 am unsure of Corridor 8 being given a green circle for natural environment impact. 

Comparatively, it performs best alongside the other 12 options as it is bundled within an approved transportation 
corridor that is already disturbed 

4 

Post-meeting: Based on feedback received from the public, the study team is conducting a further review of 
ridership potential and development potential along 3 LRT corridor options: #5 to the north along March Road, #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417, and #13 along the Trans Canada Trail. 

Study Questions 

5 

The Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP) does not have adequate detail, and designs change following 
approval. 

To support the TPAP process, an EA Recommended Plan is prepared within pre-planning phase which is 
comprised of a functional design developed to a suitable level of detail to identify the scope of the project, 
potential impacts and mitigation and project costs. As the project proceeds through future detail design following 
TPAP approval, it is inevitable that design changes or refinements will emerge, however no significant changes 
will be contemplated without additional provincial approval via an addendum to the EA. 

6 

Should the Stage 2 office not proceed with their addendum for extending LRT from Bayshore to Moodie, will your 
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study look at this portion? 

The current scope of the study is westward from Moodie. Should the addendum not proceed, the City may 
consider extending this Study to incorporate the Bayshore to Moodie portion of the corridor. 

7 

When is the LRT to Kanata predicted to be implemented? 

The City's current Transportation Master Plan (TMP) identifies implementation sometime after 2031. Planning 
horizons may change as the TMP is updated in the coming years. 

8 

What is the current employment in the Town Centre? 

We do not have this data yet. This is a key employment centre, identified as a Mixed-Use centre in the City's 

Official Plan. 

9 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit Network. Eagleson 
Station , in Corridor 8 for example, will be located North of the Highway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride. 

10 

What would the frequency of trains be? 

During the peak period , trains could run up to 6 minutes apart. Similarly , the supporting bus transit network 
would be synchronized to run frequently enough to offer a high level of service so that users can rely on regular 
service. Free-body transfers at stations will also be sought to allow for all-door boarding and reduction of delays at 
transfer stations. 

11 

How do you determine trade offs between efficiency of the line and the number of stops? 

It is a balance. There should be enough stops to be useful and accessible , but not too many to effect speed and 
performance. We also need to serve major cross streets and major destinations. The number and location of 
stations will be reviewed to balance these needs as this study progresses. 

12 

As the system evolves, will BRT alignments eventually transition to LRT? 

All corridors are planned to protect for eventual conversion. Conversion will be determined by growth in 
population and the demand for transit service. 

13 

Will this study consider a location for an Maintenance and storage facility (MSF)? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension. This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF 7 and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating the 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie which would serve LRT to Kanata as well. While consideration of an MSF was not in 
the initial scope of work for this study , and has not yet been considered , it appears that evaluation of MSF site 
alternatives may need to be included as part of this study. If this work proceeds , then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming. 

Supporting Transit Network 

14 

Will the functional design look at the impact on feeder bus routes? 

To some extent yes. The study will examine the potential to provide a balanced transit network around the LRT 
corridor , and how stations need to be designed to accommodate this. 

15 

Current bus service is inadequate - if it continues most people will drive to stations. 

The study will be looking at providing an LRT corridor that can anchor a high performing bus system , and 
encourage connections via active transportation modes. 

16 

North south transit travel in Kanata is difficult. There should be additional service on Eagleson. 

The current TMP identifies Eagleson Road as a transit priority corridor. The potential to upgrade the corridor to 

BRT will be examined in future updates to the TMP. 

March Road BRT 

17 

Does the March Road BRT corridor remove general traffic lanes? 

No , the existing number of vehicle lanes is maintained. Not reducing roadway capacity was a fundamental 
condition of the Kanata North BRT EA study. Additionally , the existing berm is not affected. 

18 

When is the March Road BRT expected to be built? 

it is part of the affordable network in the TMP as sometime prior to 2031. 

A discussion was held regarding the impact of autonomous vehicles. It is not anticipated that autonomous vehicles will 
impact the selection of a corridor. 
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Closing Remarks 


Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 19 September, 2017 

TIME: 9:30 to 11:30 

LOCATION: Honeywell Room, Ottawa City Hall 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

SteDhen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

Bassam Hamwi 

Morrison Hershfield 

BHamwi@morrisonhershfield.com 

ACG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Frank McKinney 

City of Ottawa 

Frank.mckinnev@ottawa.ca 

Eva Walrond 

City of Ottawa 

Eva. wa 1 ro n d @ otta wa. ca 

Mark Young 

City of Ottawa 

Mark.Youne@ottawa.ca 

Rahmie Doueidar 

City of Ottawa 

Rahmie.doueidar@ottawa.ca 

Laurent Jolliet 

City of Ottawa 

Laurent Jolliet@ottawa.ca 

Rosanna Baggs 

City of Ottawa 

Rosanna.Baees@ottawa.ca 

Louise Sweet 

City of Ottawa 

Louise.Sweet@ottawa.ca 

Daniel Ghile 

City of Ottawa 

Daniel.Ghile@ottawa.ca 

Joe Lavictoire 

City of Ottawa 

Joe.Lavictoire@Ottawa.ca 

Jillian Savage 

City of Ottawa 

Jillian.savaee@ottawa.ca 

Lauren Reeves 

City of Ottawa 

La u ren. reeves@otta wa .ca 

Genya Stefanoff 

OC Transpo 

Genva.stefa noff@ottawa.ca 

Eric Lalande 

RVCA 

Eric.lalande@RVCA.ca 

Sylvie Lalonde 

NCC 

Svlvie.lalonde@ncc.ccn.ca 

Arto Keklikian 

NCC 

arto.keklikian@ncc-ccn.ca 

Binitha Chakraburtty 

NCC 

Binitha. Chakreburttv@ncc-ccn.ca 

Julie St-Jean 

PS PC 

Julie.St-Jean@owesc.ec.ca 

Valerie Baillard 

DND 

Valerie.baillard@forces.ec.ca 

Robert McIntosh 

DND 

Robert.mcintosh2@forces.ec.ca 

Dave Lindensmith 

MTO 

Dave.Lindensmith@Ontario.ca 

Allan Evans 

Ottawa Fire 

Allan.evans@ottawa.ca 

John Price (by phone) 

MVCA 

iorice@mvc.on.ca 

Claudia Dias (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

claudia.dias@canada.ca 

Denise Fell (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

Denise.Fell@canada.ca 


Presentation 


A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the development of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor, and the newly added scope 
of work regarding a Light Maintenance and Storage Facility. A copy of the presentation is attached. _ 


Discussion 


Ridership Questions 

The TRANS model works on a matrix that covers the whole of Ottawa/Gatineau. I’m assuming you 
^ won’t have new trans model data for the whole area, so how will you make it work? 

To look at the uplift in population and employment identified in the TOD Workshop, the additional jobs 
and residents will be added into the segment of the model representing Kanata. It will include 
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specific numbers from City staff, but not be balanced across the entire National Capital Region. We 
are simply taking the results of the TRANS model for this area, and manually adding these population 
and employment numbers to get a sense of the increased ridership numbers. 

2 

Were land-use density assumptions based on present day site arrangements? 

Assumptions are based on a parcel by parcel basis, looking at current and potential future zoning. 
During the TOD Workshop we looked at what physical space was available, what is planned, and what 
the plan could uplift to. These are practical limitations based on the professional judgement of City 
planning staff. The findings from the TOD Workshop will be included in the EPR. 

3 

What assumptions are you using for the Canadian Tire Centre site? 

There are two plans in place; the facility will remain where it is, or the site will be redeveloped into a 
mixed-use centre as identified in the OP. Both will generate significant demand for transit service. 


Corridor 8 Questions 


4 

Would the terminus at Hazeldean be above-grade or at-grade? 

It would likely be above-grade to accommodate the intersection. In the BRT plan the station straddles 
Hazeldean with station access at the north and south ends connecting to two small park and ride 
facilities. 

5 

Alignment 8 supports the BRT network because it is in the right spot? 

That is correct. Corridor 8 provides a better opportunity for a spine for the overall transit network in 
Kanata. It allows north-south " ribs” to be added to bring ridership to the line, and creates high-quality 
north-south routes for internal trip making. 

6 

If we were to separate the trips, there are lots of trips from Kanata to downtown, and a lot from 
downtown to Kanata. Can you help us understand the extent to which Corridor 8 does a good job 
serving residential trips from Kanata to other places in Kanata, and likewise from Ottawa to Kanata? 

In Kanata, there is a fair amount of internal travel, as half of Kanata residents work in Kanata. They 
fill half of the jobs in Kanata, with the other half being filled by people travelling west across the 
greenbelt. Today the Kanata to central area trip have a relatively high mode split, the central to 

Kanata trips have a lower but reasonable mode split, and the internal trips within Kanata have a low 
mode split. This reflects the design of the current bus network, which is focussed on carrying people 
east across the greenbelt with limited westbound service and relatively poor internal service. This 
Study must consider the wider transit network needs in as much as the LRT should act as the 
Community rapid transit spine, with supporting BRT corridors or general bus services branching off it 
as ribs. The affordable network, as identified in the TMP, has median BRT lanes along March Road, 
and transit priority on Hazeldean and other nearby streets. At Moodie Station, there would be 
dedicated bus service to DND lands, which would be a connection that is accommodated. These BRT 
corridors will start to create a grid of high level transit service, from which local travel opportunities 
will be enhanced and developed. What we expect to see is an integrated network addressing both 
internal and local travel needs. 

7 

Why does having the LRT crossing south at Eagleson close to the parking lot fail? 

It is further away from the residential development on the north and the south, being positioned 
along the edge of the Greenbelt, It is completely on structure and thereby very expensive, with two 
crossings of the Queensway and Eagleson Road. It impacts the Greenbelt and interferes with the 
National Capital Scenic Arrival Route. 

8 

Does the Eagleson park and ride still exist in this plan? 

Yes, we are planning for this to stay. There would be a pedestrian bridge connecting to the station on 
the north side of the highway. 

9 

Please look at how the connecting roadway system will interact with the LRT alignment further south 
past Palladium. 

This will be done. 

10 

Back at Eagleson interchange, you settled back on the recommended horizontal alignment from the 
Transitway study. Because of switching from rail to bus, is there change to the vertical alignment? 

No, that study was done with conversion to LRT in mind. There may be some opportunities to 
improve the alignment now that we have LRT technology, which will be part of our optimization work. 
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General Questions 


11 

Why is 8 identified as yellow in the graphic? 

Different colours were in the first round to differentiate the corridors and families of similar options, 
based on location. 

12 

Does the model take into account the impact of transfers on ridership? 

The utility function in the model takes into account the transfers riders have to make. There is a 
penalty applied. 

13 

How well does corridor 8 encourage people who now drive, to take transit? Is it a good corridor to 
reduce the contraflow?. 

Yes its connections and direct nature provide good opportunities for a shift from driving to transit. 

14 

Does this EA allow Council to approve the March Road BRT in tandem? 

The March Road BRT is already approved. 


Creeks and Stormwater 


15 

Something to keep in mind in the vicinity of Feedmill Creek. There are complexities in this sensitive 
creek that need to be considered. 

There is an approved crossing of the Carp River, close to the junction with Feedmill Creek that we are 
looking at using. Moving further south would be a different crossing and may have new, or more 
significant impacts. As we get into the design, we will collaborate with key stakeholders as needed. 

16 

Will we have an opportunity to share our information on Watts Creek with you? 

We will be reaching out for that. Design is further along in this area, so we are fairly well aware on the 
limitations. We will work with you to get the most up to date information in this area. 

17 

A stormwater pond may be constructed south of Campeau Drive near Feedmill Creek. 

Yes, we are aware. 


Station Location 


18 

Which of these stations would be closer to Tanger? 

Either at Feedmill or at Palladium. It would likely require a connecting bus, as it would be a 
considerable walk. There is currently little other than Tanger around it to support a connection, and 
there are several design reasons to keep the alignment on the east side of Fiuntmar. 

19 

Could the station at Feedmill be shifted further west? 

There is potential for this yes. The exact station location will be determined as design progresses. 

LMSF 


20 

What is the scope of the LMSF investigations? 

Our scope is to look at ultimate configuration of LMSF - either confirm Moodie, or look at additional 
LMSF further west, only storage further West. 

21 

1 understand the LMSF has been approved in this location. Has NCC approved relocating Corkstown 
Road? 

Ongoing discussions with the NCC are taking place with the Stage 2 Office 

22 

Does the NCC approve or comment on slim design? 

The NCC as been involved from the very initial stages, this is not something we can do without 
speaking to them. Ongoing discussions with the NCC are taking place with the Stage 2 Office. 

23 

Does the LMSF have to be located at the end of line? 

There is a preference to be near the end of the line, but should that pose too much of a challenge, a 
location along the alignment will be examined as well. We will be looking at planned development and 
approved land uses. 

24 

When does the slim LMSF at Moodie expand to be larger? 

We will be examining this. It may turn out to be the best site available. The Moodie provincial EA will 
include the full footprint, and we will be confirming this recommendation. 

25 

Would Maple Grove Works Yard be a candidate? 

Yes, the City-owned lands which include the Works Yard are amongst several other opportunities. 
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There are likely several smaller sites as well. 



Service to DND 

26 

The bus shuttle service to the DND site, is that approved? 

This would be an operational decision. There is a desire to create good ridership to this site, and the 
connection would accommodate this. At this time, OC Transpo is planning for service from Moodie 
Station to Carling Campus, to go into effect later this year or by 2018. 

27 

Corridor 1 or 2 are preferred for us (DND). The numbers in your analysis are a bit misleading, as our 
forecasts show higher employment numbers in Shirley’s Bay and the surrounding area. 1 am guessing 
you did not have our forecasts for your analysis of corridors 1 and 2. Can you adapt your analysis with 
new numbers for 1 and 2 with new numbers? 

In theory yes, however corridor 1 and 2 fail in serving all of Kanata, and on a number of other criteria 
used in the evaluation. It is unlikely that a better showing in the forecasted employment numbers 
would improve the overall performance. The City did not have these numbers, and is not supporting 
the growth numbers provided by DND. City land use planning staff do not support the intensification 
of employment within the Greenbelt to the 20,000 stated by DND. 

28 

We (DND)will provide formal comments following this with our numbers. 

We are happy to receive your comments. We have met with DND on this over the last few months. 

Our study needs to ensure that we are consistent with official land use policies, and we do not 
change these policies in the EA. Unless the Land Use experts at the City say something differently, 
and so far they haven’t, the policies we are following will not change. The discussion you are looking 
to have needs to happen at the land use level, outside of this study. 

29 

We (DND) would like to have a similar level of analysis concerning Moodie Station. 

Our scope begins west of Moodie Station. The Stage 2 Office is leading the design of Moodie Station, 
and we understand that they are working with PSPC and DND to finalize details of the plan. 

30 

Will the request for reconsideration of alignment 1 and 2 affect your schedule? 

This will be at the direction of the City, depending on the impact of the formal scope of this study. 

Closing Remarks 

31 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House in late November, early December (Recommended Plan will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to SteDhen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com. 
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DATE: 21 September 2017 

TIME: 1:30 to 3:30 

LOCATION: Hazeldean Public Library 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

SteDhen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

BCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Thea Sommerdyk 

Ericsson Canada 

Thea.sommerdvk@ericsson.com 

Paul Devey 

Kanata North BIA 

Devevman@email.com 

Jenna Sudds 

Kanata North BIA 

Jenna.Sudds@kanatanorthbia.ca 

Allan Kyd 

Minto Communities 

akvd@minto.com 

Jeff Nadeau 

Fotenn - for Richcraft 

nadeau@fotenn.com 

Adam Stuart 

Kanata Central BIA 

Adam.stuart.457@thetire.ca 

James Beach 

Broccolini 

James@broccolini.ca 

Janet MacDonald 

OCDSB 

Janet.macdonald@ocdsb.ca 

Sueling Ching 

West Ottawa Board of Trade 

sueline@westottawabot.com 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the development of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and the newly added scope 
of work regarding a Light Maintenance and Storage Facility. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

Corridor 8 Questions 

1 

Corridor 8 says an additional 2,000 jobs. Where are those located? 

Largely the area around palladium which is underdeveloped. These lands are identified as 
employment. 

2 

The original Campeau station was at grade. This has changed? 

Yes, the need to grade-separate the LRT line requires this change. 

Evaluation 

3 

1 know there was some discussion about adding economic impact and potential for economic growth 
to the evaluation. Does the ridership potential for households and businesses consider zoning and 
what will happen to the Canadian Tire Centre (CTC)? 

The economic growth is built in to the evaluation, as we are looking at growth and jobs beyond 2031. 
We considered the CTC both as it is, and as it might be. It is identified in the Official Plan as a 
significant source of growth and jobs , regardless of what happens to the arena. 

General Questions 

4 

What is the anticipated timing? 

In the current Transportation Master Plan, the LRT project is beyond 2031. The hope is that the 
momentum built by the LRT currently under construction will spur an additional flow of funding to 
ensure that this will be sooner than later. There is an aspiration that transit will continue to receive 
funding. 

5 

Why is the EA being done now? 

This study is predicated on the priorities of the province and federal government. The next major 
launch of federal transit projects is in 2018 and by having the certainty of an approved plan in place , 
you have a better chance of receiving funding. Having an EA approval in place also allows the City to 
acquire and protect land for implementation. 
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6 

What is the approximate width of the corridor and setbacks? 

The guideway is about 10 metres, and then there may be embankments which bring it to 15-18 
metres. Stations are wider - in the order of 20-22 metres wide. From a Transit Oriented Development 
(TOD) perspective, we would want development as close as possible. This would ideally consist of a 
minimal setback to allow for pedestrian access or maintenance to adjacent buildings; approximately 

3 metres. 

7 

Will everything be accessible? 

Yes, multiple full accessibility points will be provided at each station , and in the connectivity 
infrastructure. 

8 

How tall is the underside of the guideway? 

This will be determined. Likely 4.5 to 5 metres to allow service vehicles to access the site. 


Alignment in Vicinity of Minto and Broccolini Land 


9 

Why does the alignment divert from Didsbury and go North? Why not follow 417? 

Locating the station north of the highway would benefit access to the station, and encourage TOD. It 
is ideal for the crossing of the Highway 417 that the alignment be perpendicular to the highway. 
Locating the alignment immediately adjacent to the highway would make for a very challenging and 
expensive skewed crossing of the highway. The concept of placing transit immediately adjacent to the 
highway was also developed when the stations were seen as transfer or gathering points rather than 
transit nodes unto themselves. Having the station further form the highway allows more of the 800- 
metre catchment zone activated allowing for more walk-in ridership. 

10 

The challenge for the Minto is that running the LRT through the Arcadia makes full development of the 
site difficult. 

The guideway would be elevated which would allow for trucks and vehicle access , as well as visual 
sightlines into the properties. We will be working with land owners in the area to find an alignment 
that best services the development lands. The Study Team will provide visuals of the Vancouver 
SkyTrain and Canada Line to demonstrate the feasibility of development adjacent to an elevated 
guideway. 

11 

Wouldn’t the cost of running a longer bridge over the highway by hugging the 417 be offset by the 
savings in land acquisition. 

The skew that would be needed is challenging , and has real structural limitations with regards to the 
weight capacity and superelevation of the tracks on the structure. There are large cost premiums to 
curved spans and long spans. 

12 

Some of these alignments are punitive to development. This eats into a tremendous chunk of the land 
and likely makes the concepts developed to date impossible. 

Comment noted. There are examples in Vancouver and other cities where creative solutions have 
been developed that address land development and create workable solutions. 

13 

Has an LRT cost-benefit analysis been looked at? Do we look at investment and return, compared 
across alignment options? Have we added ‘Economic Growth’ as a factor in the evaluation? 

This was considered in the evaluation at a high level. Generally , the shorter lines serve less people 
but cost less, and the longer lines serve more , and cost more. It is essentially ‘a wash '. Economic 
growth was considered through the TOD and population assumptions used. 

14 

Minto and Broccolini indicated they would be preparing a submission to the City with regards to the 
alignment options. 

Noted. We look forward to receiving your submissions. 

15 

What is the land zoned for around Campeau? 

It is zoned as a mixed-use area - supportive of commercial, office , residential uses. It is a targeted 
development area. 

16 

Do these alignment options make access off of Huntmar to the Broccolini lands possible? 

Yes. 

Kanata North 


17 

If this corridor was in place in Kanata North, what impact on the ridership would people changing from 
using car to transit have on the results? 



















Kanata Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Business Consultation Group Meeting #2 


Page 3 of 3 



This is reflected in the model. We do see higher ridership in the north in our modelling , as people 
switch to transit. 

18 

Kanta North Business Park’s internal survey indicated that the level of transit service is insufficient. It 
makes attracting talent very difficult. 

We understand this. The March Road BRT would be implemented and an efficient transfer station 
provided. This will vastly improve transit service to the Kanata North Business Park. It would also 
allow for bus service that circulates inside the park and then uses the BRT lanes for express service 
to the LRT station. 

19 

Is there a consideration for growth in non-vacant land? And how were vacancy rates considered? 

Yes. The TOD Workshop considered infill as well as development of vacant land. The vacancy rates 
won't change substantially , so they have assumed that the average occupancy in Kanata will remain 
as currently forecast. 


Kanata Transit Network 


20 

Kanata is North -South, and it puts a lot of pressure on the NS corridors to move everyone to the 
highway. It would make sense for the LRT to hug the 417, and then develop BRT out to the other 
pockets. 

Yes, we have considered the role of LRT in supporting the transit network as a whole. We think of LRT 
as a spine , and other facilities as ribs. 

LMSF 


21 

Is the Moodie LMSF within the Greenbelt scenic view corridor? 

It is, but the facility is actually located down low , adjacent to the highway embankment in this area so 
it is not expected to impinge on protected views. 

22 

Will the LMSF sites you are examining only be on public lands? 

Not necessarily , private land will be considered 

23 

It is my understanding that the current Stage 2 is funded to Moodie, and that the LMSF is located on 
the west side. Flow will it all work? 

The facility at Moodie is part of the Stage 2 project. There would be non-revenue service tracks 
extending to the LMSF site beyond Moodie Station. 


Closing Remarks 


24 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 


Public Open Flouse in late November, early December (Recommended Plan will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com , 






















Kanata Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Public Consultation Group Meeting #2 


Page 1 of 3 


DATE: 21 September, 2017 

TIME: 6:30 to 8:30 

LOCATION: Hazeldean Library Branch 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

PCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Don Patterson 

Accessibility Advisory Committee 

Don.Patterson@roeers.com 

Justin Ducette 

Bridlewood CA 

iducette@hotmail.com 

Natasha Kavanagh 

Office of Counc. Hubley 

Natasha.kavanaeh@ottawa.ca 

Ronald Servant 

Monahan Landing CA 

Rservant@email.com 

Ashley Decaire 

Arcadia CA 

fundraisine@arcadiacommunitvassociation.ca 

Amber Mousseau 

Arcadia CA 

Amber mousseau@hotmail.com 

Julie Gourley 

Sustain Kanata North 

Julie@iakeland.ca 

Jacques Rochon 

TACK 

Jruceeu7@roeers.com 

Randy Kemp 

Citizens for Safe Cycling 

randallkemo@svmotaico.ca 

Counc. Shad Kadri 

City of Ottawa 

Shad.Kadri@ottawa.ca 

Counc. Marianne Wilkinson 

City of Ottawa 

Marianne.Wilkinson@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the development of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor, and the newly added scope 
of work regarding a Light Maintenance and Storage Facility. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

General Questions 

1 

What is the total capacity of LRT in the peak period? 

The trains will carry 12-14000 people an hour. Anticipate a 5-6 minute service at peak period. 

2 

Will busses connect only to the terminus station, or to nearest station? 

We would like to make sure there is connection to the first rail station you come across. Buses will 
terminate at terminus stations, but some may keep going, to reach destinations either further north 
or south. OC transpo will look at travel patterns in each neighbourhood and lay our bus routes to 
serve them. 

3 

Do you factor in local traffic patterns and emissions when considering air quality? 

We are looking at the air quality conditions as a result of this project. Locally at stations, AQ could 
potentially get a bit worse but overall along the alignment, conditions improve. By providing multiple 
park and rides along the line, we can intercept car drivers sooner, reducing traffic levels and 
providing more opportunities to connect, thereby taking some pressure off the road network. 

4 

What is the difference in time from Palladium to Moodie, compared to Alternative 13? 

It is considerably longer (50%), or approximately 10 minutes longer. 

5 

There was a discussion about multi-use recreational facility south of the autopark. Please consider 
this in the station location and connections. 

We will take this into consideration. 

6 

The auto park is going to be redeveloped? 

Yes, in time. The auto park is a not compatible with the long-term vision for this area. 

7 

What is the potential of the site of the Canadian Tire Centre and the parking lots? 
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The potential is very significant. We will be working with the owners to determine the optimal 
alignment through this area to support this potential. 

8 

Is there a possibility for phasing? 

We will be looking at phasing opportunities for construction. 

9 

Will you look at improving the bus service at Tanger Outlets and Arcadia? 

Not explicitly as part of this EA however, OC Transpo, upon construction of any part of the alignment 
will realign the bus routes in the vicinity to support the LRT. 

10 

What is the approximate height of the flyover? 

Approximately 5 metres of clearance would be provided to the underside of the structure. 


Modelling Questions 


11 

Does the model take into consideration more bus service taking you to an LRT station? 

Yes. We run it in an unconstrained fashion that considers park and rides and a supporting bus 
network. 

12 

Does the model take into account all local plans for development? 

Yes. 

13 

Have you done modelling for Paratranspo? We’re trying to get more integrated transfers. 

Yes. Design will consider good, direct routes to stations and designated drop off areas. 

Connectivity 


14 

The community, and the cycling community in particular, are extremely concerned with the 
connectivity of active transportation facilities. 

The study team agrees that it is extremely important, as every trip begins and ends as a pedestrian 
trip. We will be making sure that these stations are as accessible as possible, with pathways and 
connections to and between. It has been the practise, and it will continue, that detailed connectivity 
studies will be done at every station. 

15 

Active transportation upgrades are much better funded through the LRT project itself, rather than 
other mechanisms. 

We will be identifying active transportation connections and investments to be made. The funding 
mechanism is beyond the scope of this study. 

16 

The more secure and safe pathways are for all users increases mobility. Please consider this. 

Thank you, the study team agrees and will work to address elements of security and safety in the 
functional design. 


Design Alternatives 


17 

The northern option in the vicinity of Feedmill Creek seems to have the most opportunity. 


Thank you for the feedback, we will consider this in our review. 

18 

Do the land owners support the north route? 

We are working with the land owners in this area. The study team is committed to demonstrating the 
potential that the alignment provides, rather than the constraints. 

19 

There is a Stormwater pond at Campeau needs to be built. 

Yes. We are aware of the pending pond construction and are communicating with the area 
developers. 

20 

What is the current zoning in the vicinity of Feedmill? ,Will there be a TOD study? 

It is zoned commercial, retail, mixed use. Certain types of land use are certainly conducive to transit 
usage. As part of this study, we will not do a Transit Oriented Development (TOD) study, however this 
study will inform future land use designation. 

21 

Are there any advantages to the southern design option? 

It is marginally shorter, and as such provides some time and cost savings. 

22 

Where will the Park and Ride lots be located? 

Park and Rides at Eagleson and Terry Fox will remain and lots are being considered at Palladium, 

Maple Grove and Hazeldean., They will be considered at terminus and interim terminus stations. 
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Closing Remarks 


23 


Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 


Public Open House in late November, early December (Recommended Plan will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 21 November, 2017 

TIME: 9:30 to 11:30 

LOCATION: Honeywell Room, Ottawa City Hall 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

SteDhen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

ACG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Frank McKinney 

City of Ottawa 

Frank. mckinnev@ottawa.ca 

Eva Walrond 

City of Ottawa 

Eva. wa 1 ro n d @ otta wa. ca 

Mark Young 

City of Ottawa 

Mark.Youne@ottawa.ca 

Jaime Yeung Miller 

City of Ottawa 

Jamie.veunemiller@ottawa.ca 

Laurent Jolliet 

City of Ottawa 

Laurent Jolliet@ottawa.ca 

Lauren Reeves 

City of Ottawa 

La u ren. reeves@otta wa .ca 

Ryan Polkinghorne 

City of Ottawa 

Rvan.Polkinehorne@ottawa.ca 

Amy Macpherson 

City of Ottawa 

Amv.Macoherson@ottawa.ca 

Marc Magierowicz 

City of Ottawa 

Marc.Maeierowics@ottawa.ca 

Genya Stefanoff 

OC Transpo 

Genva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca 

Eric Lalande 

RVCA 

Eric.lalande@RVCA.ca 

Arto Keklikian 

NCC 

arto.keklikian@ncc-ccn.ca 

Binitha Chakraburtty 

NCC 

Binitha.Chakreburttv@ncc-ccn.ca 

Natalie Ognibene 

NCC 

Natalie.oenibene@ncc-ccn.ca 

Vance Bedore 

PS PC 

vance. bedore@tosec-owesc.ee.ca 

Rosie-Anne Thibodeau 

DND 

Rosie-anne.thibodeau@forces.ec.ca 

Robert McIntosh 

DND 

Robert.mcintosh2@forces.ec.ca 

Frank Vanderlaan 

MTO 

Frank.Vanderlaan@Ontario.ca 

John Price 

MVCA 

iorice@mvc.on.ca 

Nick Osburn 

OPP 

Nick.Osburn@ooD.ca 

Timothy Oommen 

Hydro Ottawa 

Timothv.Oommen@hvdroottawa.ca 

David Jeanes 

Transport Action 

David@ieanes.ca 

Jeff Elkow (by phone) 

MTCS 

Jeff.Elkow@Ontario.ca 

Brent Walker (by phone) 

Infrastructure Ontario 

Brent.Walker@infrastructureontario.ca 

Claudia Dias (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

claudia.dias@canada.ca 


Presentation 


A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. _ 


Discussion 


Alignment to DND 


1 

It was noted that the DND employment numbers discussed are confidential, and should only be 
discussed internally. 

2 

It was noted that the vision of DND is that riders transferring at Moodie will step right onto an OC 
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Transpo bus from the train for an efficient and quick transfer. 

The objective will be to have a smooth transition onto a bus. Service will be based on demand. 

3 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 


4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place, and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs, and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 


March - Eagleson 


5 

The preferred option still has impact to the OPP site. 

Yes. We will continue to work with the OPP and Infrastructure Ontario on mitigating impacts to the 
site. 

6 

Have you considered any advantage to moving the station west? 

Yes. There is no possibility to move further west due to creek constraints. 

7 

Concern over the proximity of two signalized intersections along Campeau? 

Preliminary analysis shows it will work, but there will certainly be challenges operationally. 


Terry Fox to Palladium 


8 

Is there an operational difference with the 6 options and the tightness of turns? 

There are some minor differences from a rider comfort perspective. They all provide acceptable 
geometry for construction and operation however Option #2 has more generous curves than several 
of the other options. 

9 

Consider the elevation constraints along this area for costing 

We have engaged experts, and will continue to do so. 

10 

Why does alternative two not do better on cost? 

They are all very much similar when compared to each other. Option six is the cheapest due to the 
lack of a station , and the shortest amount of guideway. 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor is defined in Kanata west implementation. The actual width of the 
corridor is not physically defined though. It is just in words at this point. 

It was agreed that the study team will continue to meet with City Staff, MVCA, and local developers to 
firm up the location of the Feedmill Creek corridor. 

12 

It was noted that Feedmill creek rehabilitation is planned to be ongoing in the coming years. 

Mitigation will likely be required to protect the installed rehabilitation and should be flagged in the EA. 

LMSF 


13 

It was noted that although there is a cost to cleaning up contaminated soil for site 6, it is also an 
opportunity to remediate the area. 

14 

The NCC expressed concern over the Ultimate Moodie LMSF footprint and the evaluation results. It 
was agreed the study team would continue to work with the NCC to ensure that what is being shown is 
consistent with the work to date completed by the Stage 2 office. 


Alignment and Stations 


15 

Does the Terry Fox catchment area extend across 417 

The Study Team will review the connectivity for this station and assess if a pedestrian bridge is 
required. 

16 

People will connect via buses to these stations - which ones will be prioritized? 

March Road with the BRT connection , Terry Fox is expected to accommodate a large number of 
transfers, and Fiazeldean as a terminus station. 

17 

Is there a requirement for park and rides considering the rise of autonomous vehicles? 

In the future, parking may be converted to drop-off to accommodate this technology. This will depend 
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on trends closer to implementation. 

18 

Will the design work for the Earl Grey crossing have to change? 

The separation is sufficient to accommodate both crossings. It is not thought that the Earl Gray work 
will be impacted. 

Closing Remarks 

19 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to SteDhen.fitzDatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 23 November 2017 

TIME: 2:30 to 4:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Public Library 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

BCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Don Patterson 

Accessibility Advisory Committee 

Don.Patterson@Roeers.com 

Susan Murphy 

Minto Communities 

smurohv@minto.com 

Curtis Scarlett 

Minto Communities 

cscarlett@minto.com 

Jeff Nadeau 

Fotenn - for Richcraft 

nadeau@fotenn.com 

Adam Stuart 

Kanata Central BIA 

Adam.stuart.457@thetire.ca 

James Beach 

Broccolini 

Russell.hearl@broccolini.ca 

Russell Beach 

Broccolini 

James@broccolini.ca 

Kristin Small 

KCBIA 

KanataCentralBIA@email.com 

Janet MacDonald 

OCDSB 

Janet.macdonald@ocdsb.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 

2 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available in the report to Transportation Committee and Council. 

3 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place, and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

4 

From an accessibility viewpoint, the transfer from the Park and Ride will be difficult. 

The distance here is challenging. Any pathways or connections will be level and accessible, and will 
feature redundant elevators and other accessible features. This station will be fully accessible; 
including drop off spots for Para Transpo and accessible vehicles. 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

5 

It was noted that Minto and Broccolini will be submitting a formal review of the design evaluation. 

6 

Was an alignment west of Huntmar considered? 

This was previously considered and eliminated in the Kanata West BRT EA Study as it is close to the 
edge of the urban boundary so it is not a real contributor to ridership. 

7 

The criteria ‘Maximize ridership potential’ assumes what development? 

At this level it comes down to catchment potential. Down against the highway greatly reduces the 
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ability to maximize ridership potential. 

8 

Is no further adjustment made for densities within catchment? 

No , because once stations are confirmed to be built, the City undertakes studies on TOD. These 
studies look favourably on large single owner parcels, and envisions what the community will be in 
20-30 years upon transit network maturation. 

9 

It was suggested that the difference in cost has to be considered in more detail. 

This may be done at a parametric level. 

10 

Were options weighted? 

No 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor floodplain is not well defined. 

The study team will continue to meet with City Staff , MVCA, and local developers to firm up the extent 
of the Feedmill Creek floodplain and associated development implications. 

LMSF 


12 

What would be the alternate site if Moodie falls through? 

Council has approved the site and the city is confident that this will proceed. 

13 

Is there a preferred distance from the two MSF sites being built for the network? 

There will be a facility at Belfast to the east, so naturally the second facility should be west. Moodie is 
a good balance in its location and operationally. 


Alignment and Stations 


14 

Any thought to going underground instead of elevated guideway? 


It is much more expensive - and the soil conditions are not favourable. 

15 

Many stations are against highway, and we’re swinging it up at Arcadia. Why is it acceptable for other 
stations to be located at the highway? 

We inherit work done in the 90's, which is not reflective of contemporary transit planning principles. 

We know the highway is a detriment to ridership, so when we get beyond constrained area, we shoot 
higher. This alignment, where possible, shows the evolution of thinking. Furthermore, stations along 
the highway minimize impact to already existing and well established communities. 

16 

Flave you started to look at express service on the rail? 

No, it is not warranted on the Ottawa network. 

17 

What is the travel time from Flazeldean to March Road. 

About 30 km an hour - similar to a 90 series Transitway route. The benefits lie in gains in resiliency, 
reliability, user experience, and capacity. 

18 

Terry Fox has significant parking today. What will happen to the volume of cars coming into park, and 
what will be done? 

There is some park and ride at Palladium which we hope to increase, and at Fiazeidean as well. Today 
Eagleson is over subscribed. As we get more service many lots will fill up. Solutions for sites will be 
further developed when the station is closer to implementation, in consultation with adjacent 
business and property owners. 


Closing Remarks 


19 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 23 November,2017 

TIME: 6:30 to 8:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Library Branch 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

PCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Sefton Haisz 

TACK 

sefton@svmoatico.ca 

Counc. Shad Kadri 

City of Ottawa 

Shad.Kadri@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

What is the difference between DND employment projections and the City’s? 

Approximately 40%. 

2 

What is the Ridership difference between corridors 8 and 8a? 

It is a similar number of ridership , but 8A offers a higher quality of trip , and a better , more cost 
effective means of carrying people. 

Timing 

3 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available before council. 

4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place , and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

5 

The new station is north of the highway at Eagleson, away from the Park and Ride? 

Yes. The study team will be looking at the ideal connection to the existing Park and Ride. 

6 

What is the distance between the park and ride and proposed station? 

About 400 metres 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

7 

Can Feedmill creek be realigned? 

The development blocks are fairly equal - what is shown is pretty much the best spot. There is not a 
viable alternative for realignment. This segment of the creek is very naturalized, and difficult to find a 
suitable alternative alignment. 

8 

It was noted that alternative 5 did not provide a very useful station location. 

9 

Consider moving the station as far west as possible to benefit Arcadia. 

This will be examined. 

LMSF 

10 

Could the City works yard continue to operate, and provide LMSF service? 

This would be very challenging from an operational and space perspective. 

Alignment and Stations 

11 

What is the noise level near elevated guideways? 
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Noise below guideway will be quieter. Development in this area would be office or commercial, with 
residential buffered by it. 

12 

Is below grade always a tunnel? 

No , typically a trench. 

13 

What impact do the rises and falls in elevation have on the system, and the efficiency of the network? 

It can actually be ideal when approaching or departing stations. None of the grades we are proposing 
are excessive , and are not expected to impact the performance of the network. 


Closing Remarks 


14 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 


Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 


The City of Ottawa has initiated this Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan to 
extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. 


Figure 1: Study Area 
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In support of the study, a comprehensive public and stakeholder consultation program was initiated. This report provides a summary 
of consultation group meetings, and public consultation activities undertaken as part of the first consultation period. 

2.0 CONSULTATION GROUP MEETINGS 

The first Study Consultation Group meetings were held on May 11,2017, and May 16,2017 as detailed below. Consultation Group 
participants were notified via email prior to the consultation group meetings. A reminder email was sent a one week prior to each 
meeting date. 


At these meetings, participants were presented with the information and opportunity to comment on what was to be communicated 
atthe first Public Open House. This included the following information: 

• Project Overview • Existing Conditions • Corridor Screening Results 

• Study Objectives • Potential Corridors • Preliminary Preferred Corridor 

• Study Schedule • Corridor Screening Methodology • NextSteps 

Members of the Study Team, including City of Ottawa staff and consultants, were available to discuss the information and answer 
questions in a round table format following a formal presentation (see Appendix A). Below are summaries of the discussions held 
at each Consultation Group meeting. Fora full record of these discussions, consult the minutes in Appendix B. 

2.2.1 Agency Consultation Group 

The Agency Consultation Group (ACG) meeting was held between 9:30 and 11:30 atOttawa City Hall on May 11,2017. Twenty- 
six (26) members of the ACG were in attendance representing the varied interests of the City of Ottawa and other review agencies, 
including the National Capital Commission and RVCA. The following is a summary of the items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 1: Agency Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 


Ridership Potential 


1 


Was Stittsville ridership taken into account? 
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Yes, the ridership potential of Stittsville was considered in the evaluation of alternative corridors. The numbers 
suggest that for Corridors 12 and 13, turning north at NS arterial is the logical choice over continuing west. 

General Questions or Comments 

2 

With regards to branching, the outcome of 12-minute service would be an improvement on what exists today. 

This service interval would only be during peak periods, and would not be sufficient to generate the necessary 
ridership to support this investment. 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 

3 

Regarding Corridor 8, the TOD potential along highways is typically low from what we have seen in other cities. 

In the west end of Corridor 8, there is potential to shift the alignment north of the highway and centralize it into 
the development. With the existing pedestrian crossings and additional linkages examined in this study there is 
potential to draw ridership from across the highway. 

4 

Will TOD and the provision of a Park and Ride be considered together? 

Yes. The preferred corridor will consider TOD implications and structured parking to provide suitable 
development sites that would be supportive of future TOD. Examples across Ontario will be considered. 

Park and Ride 

5 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit network. Eagleson 
Station, in Corridor 8 for example, will be located north of the Highway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride on the south side. 

6 

Please ensure consideration given to providing a Park and Ride at the terminus of the corridor, once selected. 

The intention is that terminal, be it ultimate or interim, would have a Park and Ride. This will be examined after 
selecting the corridor. 

Evaluation Questions 

7 

The agricultural role of the Greenbelt should be reflected in the evaluation. 

Agreed. Only existing roads or rights of way through the Greenbelt are being considered to avoid introducing a 
completely new corridor and the associated hardening effects. 

Study Objectives 

8 

Will this study consider a location for an Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF)? 

At this time, the study is not examining a location for an MSF. 

9 

Is grade separation necessary at all corridors? This would contribute to cost. 

The current direction from the City of Ottawa Rail Office is to be consistent with the Confederation Line to date 
and plan for full grade separation. 


2.2.1 Business Consultation Group 

The Business Consultation Group (BCG) meeting was held between 1:30 and 3:30 atthe Beaverbrook Library on May 16,2017. 
Twelve (12) members of the BCG were in attendance representing the varied interests in the study area, including the Kanata 
North Business Park, and the Ottawa Senators. The following is a summary of the items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 2: Business Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 


Corridor Questions 


1 


It was noted that the Kanata North business community makes a substantial contribution to employment in 
the City of Ottawa, and the GDP of Canada as a whole. Recent announcements of investment in Kanata North 
by technology companies was also referenced in discussing the importance of this area. 
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The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the 
ultimate corridor chosen for LRT, this study will examine how to best serve this community with reliable rapid 
transit. 

2 

How do the northern alignments serve the park and ride and Eagleson? 

The park and ride would be served with a pedestrian bridge to the station located on the north side of 

Highway 417. 

3 

Do all 13 corridors you are considering end up at the Canadian Tire Centre? 

Yes, for comparison purposes that is the anticipated terminus. The exact location of the terminus will be 
confirmed as part of this study. 

Study Questions 

4 

The Canadian Tire Centre is presumed to be there in the future? 

It is presumed to be a sought-after destination, if not an arena it is identified as an area of intense 
development in the future. This will we explored in subsequent phases, to confirm that the terminus is in the 
correct location 

5 

Does this study assume that the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facilities will be in place? 

Yes, any infrastructure that is part of the affordable network in the TMP is assumed to be in place. In corridors 
where the alignments overlap with approved BRT corridors, it would take the place of BRT. 

6 

Will bikes be able to be brought on? 

Yes, with some peak period restrictions. There will also be sheltered bicycle facilities at stations 

Park and Ride Questions 

7 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit Network. 

Eagleson Station, in Corridor 8 for example, will be located North of the Highway, with a pedestrian 
bridge/connection to the existing Park and Ride. 

8 

Who are the users of the park and rides in Kanata today? 

Eagleson is used mostly by people who live within the Kanata urban area. Terry Fox is used by people from 
the local urban area and points west. Canadian Tire Centre is mostly used by people further west, or in 
communities outside the urban boundary. 


2.2.1 Public Consultation Group 

The Public Consultation Group (PCG) meeting was held between 6:30 and 8:30 atthe Beaverbrook Library on May 16,2017. Ten 
(10) members of the PCG were in attendance representing the varied interests of the Healthy Transportation Coalition, and 
multiple community associations throughout the corridor. The following is a summary of the items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 3: Public Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 

Corridor Questions 

1 

Significant investment is being made in Kanata North. These people need a viable transit alternative. 

The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the 
ultimate corridor chosen for LRT, the City of Ottawa will provide this community with reliable rapid transit. 

2 

Is expanding beyond the planned terminus a consideration? 

It is anticipated that the terminus will be the Palladium area. This will be explored in subsequent phases, to 
confirm that the terminus is in the correct location 

Study Questions 


Page 3 
























Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Consultation Summary Report #1 


June 2017 


3 

Should the Stage 2 office not proceed with their addendum for extending LRT from Bayshore to Moodie, will 
your study look at this portion? 

The current scope of the study is westward from Moodie. Should the addendum not proceed , the City may 
consider extending this Study to incorporate the Bayshore to Moodie portion of the corridor. 

4 

When is the LRT to Kanata this predicted to be implemented? 

The City's current Transportation Master Plan (TMP) identifies implementation sometime after 2031. Planning 
horizons may change as the TMP is updated in the coming years. 

5 

What would the frequency of trains be? 

During the peak period , trains could run up to 6 minutes apart. Similarly , the supporting bus transit network 
would be synchronized to run frequently enough to offer a high level of service so that users can rely on 
regular service. Free-body transfers at stations will also be sought to allow for all-door boarding and reduction 
of delays at transfer stations. 

6 

How do you determine trade offs between efficiency of the line and the number of stops? 

There should be enough stops to be useful and accessible , but not too many to effect speed and 
performance. We need to serve major cross streets and major destinations. The number and location of 
stations will be reviewed to balance these needs as this study progresses. 

Supporting Transit Network 

7 

Will the functional design look at the impact on feeder bus routes? 

To some extent yes. The study will examine the potential to provide a balanced transit network around the 

LRT corridor , and how stations need to be designed to accommodate this. 

8 

Current bus service is inadequate - if it continues most people will drive to stations. 

The study will be looking at providing an LRT corridor that can anchor a high performing bus system, and 
encourage connections via active transportation modes which will upgrade the current bus service and 
encourage taking public transportation to future LRT stations. 

9 

North south transit travel in Kanata is difficult. There should be additional service on Eagleson. 

The current TMP identifies Eagleson Road as a transit priority corridor. The potential to upgrade the corridor 
to BRT will be examined in future updates to the TMP. 


3.0 PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #1 

Public Open House #1 was held on Monday, J une 5,2017 at the Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A, from 5:30 to 8:30 pm. The 
Open House included a series of display boards (see Appendix C) presenting to the public the work completed to date. The 
material presented on the display boards atthe Public Open House included information on: 

. Welcome 

. Study Overview 

. Study Process 

. Light Rail Transit-Overview 

. Existing Conditions - Natural Environment 

. Existing Conditions - Social Environment 
. Existing Conditions - Transportation Environment 
. Intensification Opportunities 

. Corridor Alternatives 

. Corridor Screening - Methodology 
. Corridor 1-13 (with one board per corridor) 

. Corridor Screening - Initial Results 
. Corridor Screening - Further Analysis 

. Next Steps 
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Study team members were present to answer questions in an informal setting. A presentation was given to the public at 6:30 pm 
followed by a question and answer period, which concluded at approximately 8:30. 

A resource table was provided which included copies of the City of Ottawa Official Plan, Transportation Master Plan, the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act, the Pedestrian and Cycling Plan, a guide to the Transit Projects Assessment Process, and the 
Provincial Policy Statement. 

To further assist in obtaining feedback from attendees, a Comment-Questionnaire was distributed atthe Public Open House. 
Members of the public were encouraged to provide written comments via the Comment-Questionnaire and submit them either 
before leaving the Open House or by fax, email or regular mail byj une 23,2017, although submissions were accepted past this 
date. The comment-questionnaire posed a single, open ended query of Tell us what you think..." 

All display boards, resource materials and handouts were provided in both French and English. A complete list and copies of the 
exhibit boards and presentations are provided on the City of Ottawa Kanata LRT project web-site at www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT . 

3.1 Notification 

Notification of the Open House occurred through advertisements in daily citywide newspapers on the following dates: 

. EMC News, Thursday, May 25,2017 
. Le Droit, Thursday, May 25,2017 

An email notification was sent on Thursday, April 20,2017 to all persons on the study's master mailing list and included members 
of the ACG, BCG, PCG, Aboriginal communities, and stakeholders that had previously expressed an interest in the study. A 
reminder email was sent on May 10,2017. 

3.2 Presentation Questions/Comments 

As noted a formal presentation was made by the Study Team from 6:30 to 7:30pm and included a question and answer period. 

The questions and comments and associated responses given by the study team (in italics) are recorded below: 

• Where is the CO 2 emissions evaluation in all of this? Once we get into the impact assessment portion of the study, we will 

assess these conditions. 

• Why is Palladium the terminus if the arena is planning on moving downtown? Our assumption is that what replaces the CT 
Centre is high potential for dense development, as is planned in the City of Ottawa Official Plan. City policy identifies this 
broader area as target for growth, development, and investment. We will be working subsequently to determine and confirm 
the bestterminus in subsequentstages. 

• Is there a plan to have an increase in park and ride atthe terminus of the line? Our scope of work will examine this. 

• Since the Arena may be moving downtown, can Corridor 8 terminate atTerry Fox? The notion of terminating atTerry Fox will 

be examined as part of this study. We will be seeking approval for the entire corridor, how it rolls out over time is subject to 
funding and affordability. 

• I think maybe terminating at Palladium may not be enough. I think your scope should extend further to Hazeldean. You would 
have the essence of being able to serve the Fernbankarea, and make it economically viable. Preliminary options and the ones 
being carried forward for further assessment include LRT service to the Fernbankarea. 

• I noticed one board had stations. Is this part of this study? The board was the TMP alignment, done in 2013. This study will 
determine and confirm station locations based on the preferred alignment. 

• The stations should be accessible without a car. Once we know our corridor and station locations, it is the City practice to 
undertake connectivity studies which consider the access by active transportation modes. 

• Existing Park and Ride Lots have a heavy load on them. A lot outside Kanata would help alleviate this pressure. We will look at 
park and ride demand with a long-term lens. 
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• Route 8 is on the north side, Eagleson Park and Ride Lot is on the south side. I suggest if you want people to use the park and 
ride, you go on the south side. Pedestrian bridges are a proven, successful way to serve park and rides on opposing sides of a 
corridor. 

• With Corridor 13, would the TransCanada Trail disappear? The corridor appears wide enough to accommodate LRT and the 
trail. The experience would certainly change, as you would now be next to train tracks. 

• Does the Stage 2 plans impactyour task? We are compatible for any options being considered. 

• Algonquins are still under negotiations for these lands that you are proposing to use. As part of our study requirements we will 
be consulting with Aboriginal communities, including the Algonquins of Ontario. 

• Will there be bathroom facilities at the stations? Washroom will be built at terminus stations. City practice is to provide 
washrooms at strategic locations such as major transfer stations. These details are sorted out as the process continues. 

• I hope the high technology being used on the Confederation Line, as well as driverless technology, will inform this study. With 
regards to the light rail vehicles, they are capable of driverless operation. The study team can appreciate your comment on the 
supporting role of autonomous vehicles fora transit system. 

3.3 Summary of Open House Participant Comments 

Attendees were asked to sign-in upon entering the Public Open House. A total of 119 people signed-in over the course of the 
evening. Based on the information provided, most Public Open House attendees identified addresses located within the study area 
(Figure 2). A total of 17 Comment-Questionnaires were returned during or following the Open House. All of the comments received 
are listed in Appendix D. Following the consultation events, a total of 67 emails were received from the general public following the 
Public Open House. These emails are transcribed in Appendix E. Together, a total of 84 comments were received from this 
Public Open House. 


Figure 2: Open House Attendees 
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All comment-questionnaires and emails were examined and tabulated to record feedback received and to better understand the 
opinion of those who had reviewed the materials presented. The following are the most frequently discussed issues or concerns 
from the comment-questionnaires and emails, in order: 

• Expressed support for Corridor 8 (47 Responses) 

• Do not support Corridor 13 (17 Responses) 

• Concerned about the impact of Corridor 13 on the recreational, social, and access to the Trans Canada Trails (17 
Responses) 

• Consider how to provide a supporting transit network to better serve Kanata & Stittsville (10 Responses) 

• Extend corridor 8 beyond CTC, towards Hazeldean (10 Responses) 

• Do not support Corridor 5 (4 Responses) 

• Expressed supportfor Corridor 13 (4 Responses) 

• Construct LRT as soon as possible (4 Responses) 

• Support for the approach of the study (4 Responses) 

• Kanata North Business Park needs improved transit service (4 Responses) 


Table 4: Comment-Questionnaire/Email Tabulation 


No. 

Comment 

Frequency 

1. Corridor Preference 

1.1 

Expressed support for Corridor 8 

47 

1.2 

Do not support Corridor 13 

17 

1.3 

Do not support Corridor 5 

4 

1.4 

Expressed support for Corridor 13 

4 

1.5 

Expressed support for Corridor 5 

3 

1.6 

Do not support Corridor 8 

3 

1.7 

Expressed support for other corridors 

3 

2. General Comments 

2.1 

Consider how to provide a supporting transit network to better serve Kanata & Stittsville 

10 

2.2 

Construct LRT as soon as possible 

4 

2.3 

Support for the approach of the study 

4 

2.4 

Kanata North Business Park needs improved transit service 

4 

2.5 

Maintain Eagleson Park and Ride 

3 

2.6 

Consider the impact of autonomous vehicles 

2 

2.7 

Consider how Kanata will grow in the future 

2 

2.8 

Support intensification along corridors 

1 

2.9 

Corridor should be rapid and high speed 

1 

3. Stations and Park and Rides 

3.1 

Construct fewer stations along the corridor 

2 

3.2 

Corridor 8 should include a pedestrian bridge for Eagleson Park and Ride 

2 

3.3 

Consider construction of new Park and Rides 

2 
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No. 

Comment 

Frequency 

3.4 

Locate a station at Kanata Centrum 

1 

3.5 

Remove Park and Ride atTerry Fox 

1 

3.6 

Constructa station west of Canadian Tire Centre atCarp Road 

1 

3.7 

Develop pedestrian and cycling connections to support station locations 

1 

4. Impacts of Corridors 

4.1 

Concerned about the impact of Corridor 13 on the recreational, social, and access to the Trans 
Canada Trails 

17 

4.2 

Equal weighting of evaluation indicators skews the corridor preferences 

1 

4.3 

Support for corridors that minimize impact to natural environment 

1 

4.4 

Should Corridor 13 be chosen, the Trans Canada Trail should be restored 

1 

5. Terminus Location 

5.1 

Extend corridor 8 beyond CTC, towards Hazeldean 

10 

5.2 

Consider shortening the route to provide for earlier construction 

3 

5.3 

Route must extend to Palladium 
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4.0 APPENDICES 

4.1 Appendix A - October Consultation Presentation 
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Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study 


Transportation Services Department 



June, 2017 j 




Open House Objectives 

• Introductions; 

• Study Overview; 

• Study Design and Schedule; 

• Identification of Alternative Corridors; 

• Corridor Evaluation Methodology & Initial Results; 
and, 

• Next Steps. 
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Study Goals 

• Determine the Preferred Corridor; 

• Determine the Recommended Plan for LRT 
alignment and stations; and, 

• Determine project staging and implementation. 




Context for the Study 

Confederation Line opens in 2018. 

Stage 2 Extension of Confederation Line West 
opens in 2023 
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Study Schedule 


Pre-Pfanning 

Phase 


Spring 2017: 

Existing Conditions & Corridor Selection 
^Consultation Groups and Public Open House 1 * 


T 


Recommended Plan 

^Consultation Groups and Public Open House 2* 
* Present to Committee and Council* 


Ottawa 



Summer/FaII 20173 

Evaluation of Designs 



*Meet with Consultation Groups* 

a 

f 

f 

Fall/Winter 2017/18: 

1 



{ .“. 1 

' 

EA Phase 

Spring 20 IS: 

Commence Transit Project Assessment Process 



Study Process 

Environmental Assessment requirements 
addressed through Transit Project Assessment 
Process (TPAP); and 

Documented in Environmental Project Report 
(EPR). 


Data CdlleClxWi 
Generals end ivikistf 

iilcmdl-vi tfFMgri 

^e&arE draft rcparts 
Consult with sinkphoWcri 
OsWecfe tfetferwAos 



Consultanoc an 
craft Emrlrtjrtmen«f 

Proi«l Report 
(EPR) 

i 

Review of the 
EnvinxiFwanljat 
Project Report 

Minister? t 

Review 


turt$ | 

Rapoen me h 1 

fwjrt 1 1 

ryi Y)rnnf7pftr4'rtW | 

1 

Ekamnn t)u 
Rapport sur 
to projet 

cr\v)Tpmpmpniai 

E ramec par * 

“ 1 


120 Oays/120 Jours 


35 Oays f 35 Jours 


THiiWt Ai««Hntnt P\ 


a[z«nanti»K 
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Guiding Principles 


• Provide transportation that complements the character and 
quality of the corridors and communities; 

• Respect the integrity of the natural environment & cultural 
and heritage traits; 

• Enhance the economic health of the study area; and, 

• Early, ongoing, inclusive and transparent stakeholder and 
public engagement. 



6 


Need & Justification 

* TPAP permits the City to rely on prior planning; 

* Potential corridors identified and assessed; and, 

* Ridership trends. 

- Significant number of trips cross the Greenbelt. 

* Half of Kanata jobs filled by Kanata residents. 

- increase in internal trips being taken. 

■ Mode split is currently only 3% for these trips. 
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LRT Requirements 

• Extension of Confederation Line. 

- Technology and geometric constraints set. 

- Completely grade separated. 

• One corridor. 

- Insufficient ridership for multiple corridors. 

- Branching of the line will be challenging. 
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TMP (2013) - Affordable Network 


Existing Conditions 

• Collect existing information based on 
desktop exercise; 

• Level of detail suitable for corridor 
evaluation; and, 

• More detailed analysis of conditions will be 
documented for the preferred corridor. 
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NCC Greenbelt Master Plan (2013) 


Existing Transportation Conditions 
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Existing Transportation Conditions 
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Existing Natural Conditions 
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Existing Social Conditions 
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Intensification Opportunities 


Alternative Corridors 

* 13 potential corridors identified. 

- North, South, and Central to Highway 417. 

- Palladium assumed as western terminus. 

• All compatible with proposed extension of 
LRT to Moodie (Stage 2). 
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Corridor Screening Methodology 

• Alt 13 corridors subject to preliminary 
screening; and, 

• Combination of quantitative, qualitative, and 
comparative assessment. 


least Preferred 

r 



Most Preferred 

■ 

A 

• 

Limited positive effect 
Major impact 
Highest cost 

Good positive effect 
Minor impact 
Moderate cost 

Greatest positive effect 
Negligible impact 
Lowest cost 


{(r Qttawa 


Criteria Categories 

1. Ridership Potential and Network Connectivity; 

2. Transit Oriented Development & City Building; 

3. Effect on Natural Environment; 

4. Effect on Social Environment; 

5. Complexity; and, 

6. Capital and Operational Cost. 
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Riders hip Potential 
& Network 
Connectivity 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 







Ridership Potential 
&. Network 
Connectivity 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 


Corridor 2: Carling/Rail/Terry Fox 
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Corridor 3: 417/Rail/March/Terry Fox 


A • ■ I 



Corridor 4: 417/Rail/Terry Fox 


TOD & City Natural 

Building Environ me 

Opportunities imparts 


Ridership Potential 
& Network 
Connectivity 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 
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Rldershfp Potential 
& Network 
Connectivity 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 


CorridorS: 417/March/Terry Fox 


• • ■ ■ 



Corridor 6: 417/March/Rail/Terry Fox 
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Corridor 7: 417/Campeau 




Riders hip Potential 
&. Network 
Connectivity 


TOD & City Natural 

Building Environment 

Opportunities Imparts 


Social 

Environment CompfeKity 
Impact 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 


Corridor 8: North Side of Highway 417 
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Corridor 9: Highway 417 Median 



i \ 

, * S 


mi 



Ride rshlp Potentla f TOD & City Nature [ 

& Network Building Environment 

Connectivity Opportunities Impacts 


\ 

* -4 

> 


Social 

Environment Complexity 
Impact 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 


Corridor 10: South Side of Highway 417 



Ride rshlp Potential 
Bl Network 
Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Imparts 

Social 

Environment 

Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational Costs 

ww 


n 

P| 

n 
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Corridor 11: Timm/Katimavik/Palladium 




Riders hip Potential 
&. Network 
Connectivity 


TOD & City Natural 

Building Environ mt 

Opportunities Imparts 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 


Corridor 12: TransCanada TraiI/HazeIdean 


19 


Page 28 












































Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Consultation Summary Report #1 


June 2017 


29 / 06/2017 



Mdershlp Potential 
& Network 
Connectivity 


TOO a City Natural 

Building Environ me 

Opportunities Impacts 


Social 

Environment Complexity 
Impact 


Capital a 
Operational Costs 


Corridor 13: TransCanada Trail 


▲ A A ■ A A 


Preliminary Preferred Corridor 


Alignments 



1. Riders hip Potential 

and Network £ ■ # M 

Connectivity 

2. TOD & City Building 

Opportunities ■ ■ 

3. Natural 

Environment Impacts W B ® ® 

4. Social Environment 

Impacts ™ ™ ® 

5. Complexity ^ ■ ■ 

6. Capital and 

Operational Costs ■ ■ ■ u U 

SUMMARY ■■■■■■ ■■■ 
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Preliminary Preferred: Corridor 8 

• Provides transit spine equally connecting ail of 
Kanata 

* Supports future March & Fernbank BRT Corridors 


• No significant environmental or social impacts 

• Supports development objectives along route 

• Cost effective to build and operate 



Additional Analysis 

• Based on feedback and ridership potential, 
further analyses is required for: 

- Corridors 5 and 13, alongside Corridor 8 
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Next Steps 


• Based on feedback from consultation groups 
and public, project team will: 

- Further analysis of Corridors 5, 8,13; 

- Confirm the preliminary preferred corridor; 

- Develop alternative designs; and, 

- Develop recommended plan. 

• Public Open House #2 late 2017 


'tyttawa 



QUESTIONS? 


www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT 


www.Ottawa.ca/KanataTLR 


Contact: Angela Taylor 
(613)580-2424 Ext. 15210 

anaela.tavlor(S)ottawa.ca 



i 

43 


29/06/2017 
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DATE: 11 May, 2017 

TIME: 9:30 to 11:30 

LOGATION: Honeywe 11 Room, Ottawa City Hall 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

An ee 1 a. ta v lo r @otta wa ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hoDDer@Darsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@ca rsons .com 

Paul Croft 

Morrison Hershfield 

PGroft@morrisonhers hfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Stepan fitzpatricK@pars<pns?9m 

ACG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Frank McKinney 

City of Ottawa 

Fra n k. m c k i n n ey@otta wa. ca 

Eva Spal 

City of Ottawa 

.pyj .spal^ottewa 

Eva Walrond 

City of Ottawa 

Eva wa 1 rond@otta wa .ca 

Mary Dickinson 

City of Ottawa 

Ms rv,^?kins?n@<?ttawe 

Amy Macpherson 

City of Ottawa 

Mjyjnacpfierso.a@ottavva..ca 

Kernel Mucsi 

City of Ottawa 

Ko rn ei. m u cs i@otta wa. ca 

Jim Bowser 

City of Ottawa 

James.bowser@ottawa ca 

Genya Stefa noff 

OC Transpo 

Genva stefanoff@ottawa.ca 

Lauren Reeves 

City of Ottawa 

La u ren . reeves® otta wa. ca 

JiIlian Savage 

City of Ottawa 

J illian .sava £e@otta wa .ca 

Rahmie Doueidar 

City of Ottawa 

Rahmie.doueidar@ottawa.ca 

Marc Magierowicz 

Stage 2 Office 

Marc. maeierowicz@ottawa .ca 

Eric Lalande 

RVCA 

Eric .lalande® RVCA .ca 

Sylvie Laionde 

NCC 

Sylvie.lalonde@ncc.ccn.ca 

Arto Keklikian 

NCC 

arto .kekli kia n@ncc-ccn.ca 

Eva Katie 

NCC 

Eva katic@ncc-ccn .ca 

Martin Barakengera 

NCC 

Marti n . ba ra ken eera@ncc-ccn.ca 

Frank Vanderlaan 

MTO 

Frank .va nderlaa n@otta wa .ca 

Scott Ritchie 

Hydro Ottawa 

Sc ott . ri tch ie@ h vd rootta wa . co m 

Allan Evans 

Ottawa Fire 

Allameva ns@ottawa .ca 

John Price (by phone) 

MVCA 

iDrice@mvc.on.ca 

Duncan McNaughten 

Fire Services 

Du nca n . mcna ughten@ortawa .ca 

Claudia Dias (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

claudia.dias@canada.ca 

Karla Barboza (by phone) 

MTCS 

Karla. Ba rboza@ontario.ca 

Laura Hatcher (by phone) 

MTCS 

Laura.E.Hatcher@ontario.ca 

David Jeanes 

Transport Action 

davjd@ieanes.ca 


Presentation 


A.forma I presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring and the preliminary preferred corridor. 


Discussion 


Ridership Potential 


Was Stittsville ridership taken into account? 

Yes, the ridership potential of Stittsvilie was considered in the evaluation of alternative corridors. The numbers 
suggest that for Corridors 12 and 13, turning north at NS arterial is the logical choice over continuing west 
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2 

Is lots of parking a major indicator of ridership, Is ridership potential reduced if parking is not considered? 

It depends on location, as rt is very contextual. The modelling that will he done as part of this study will provide a 
range of anticipated demand for Park and Rides to consider, 

3 

Looking at the route options, how much ridership is within Kanata, and how much is coming and going. Is there an 
opportunity for a loop? 

In Kanata, there is a fair amount of internal travel, as half of Kanata residents work In Kanata. Th/s Study must 
consider the wider transit network needs In as much as the LRT should act as the Community rapid transit s pine, 
with supporting BRT corridors or general bus services branching off it as ribs. These BRT corridors wilt start to 
create a grid of high level transit service, from which local travel opportunities wifi be enhanced and developed, 
What we expect to see is an integrated network addressing both internal and local travel needs. Operating a loop 
would not accomplish the creation of an integrated, high level-of-servlce network. 

General Questions or Comments 

4 

With re^rds to branching, the outcome of 12-minute service would be an improvement on what exists today. 

This service interval would only be during peak periods, and would not be sufficient to generate the necessary 
ridership to support th/s Investment 

5 

If we have comments, wilt they be rolled in prior to Open House? 

Ves. If you have any significant changes proposed for the evaluation, please do provide them . 

6 

From a power supply perspective, do you have preliminary station locations? 

No. Once the corridor has been selected, we will determine where stations will be located. 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 

7 

Regarding Corridor 8, the TOD potential along highways is typically low from what we have seen in other cities. 

In the west end of Corridor 8, there is potential to shift the alignment north of the highway and centralize it into 
the commun/ty. With the existing pedestrian crossings and additional linkages examined in this study there is 
potential to draw across the highway. Post meeting: A workshop was held with City Staff on June 15 to discuss the 
future transit oriented development potential along 3 LRT corridor options: #5 to the north along March Road, #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417, and ffl3 along the Trans Canada Trail. 

8 

Try to emphasize pedestrian access to the stations. Highways act as a barrier and can be difficult to overcome 
with regards to fostering accessibility 

Noted l 

9 

For the median highway option, were air right options considered for TOD? 

No. White this may be considered In the longer term, the reality Is that in the shorter term there is available land 
and space elsewhere in the community for intensification to defer this discussion. 

10 

Will TOD and the provision of a Park and Ride be considered together? 

yes. The preferred corridor will consider TOD implication and structured parking to provide suitable development 
sites . Examples across Ontario wilt be considered. 

Park and Ride 

11 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit network.. Eagleson 
Station, in Corridor 8 for example, will be located north of the Highway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride on the south sidei 

12 

Please ensure consideration given to providing a Park and Ride at the terminus of the corridor, once selected. 

The intention is that terminal , be it ultimate or interim, would have a robust bus terminal and parking provided, 

This will be examined after selecting the corridor. 

Evaluation Questions 

13 

The agricultural role of the Greenbelt should be reflected in the evaluation. 

Agreed L Only existing roads or rights of way through the Greenbelt are being considered to avoid the hardened 
barrier effect of a new corridor 
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14 

How does Corridor 10 have a lower ridership score than northern routes, considering it connects to Eagleson Park 
and Ride? 

Corridor 10 does not connect to Terry Fox, and does not have as much land available for connections. It is also 
less able to support future development One of the challenges is that the park and ride can be served by LRT, 
but it will not service the future BRL 

15 

Do you have an order of magnitude for cost of each of these corridors? 

No , For the costing criteria, the study team considered the length of corridor, number of grade separaf/ons, 
compfexjfy of the separations, soil conditions, and potential contamination as a proxy for costs. It is a 
comparative evaluation. 

Study Objectives 

16 

Will this study consider a location for an MSF? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension * This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF, and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating tfie 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie, which would serve LRT to Kanata as weiL While consideration of an MSF was notin 
the initial scope of work for this study , and has not yet been considered , ft appears that evaluation of MSF site 
alternatives may need to be included as part of this study* if this work proceeds, then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming: 

17 

Is grade separation necessary at all corridors? This would contribute to cost. 

Direction from management is futt grade separation ■, 

Closing Remarks 

18 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen .fitzpa trick® parsons.com 
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DATE: 16 May, 2017 

TIME: 1:30 to 3:30 

LOCATI ON: Bea ve rbrook Li bra ry, Room A 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

An ee 1 a. ta v lo r@otta wa ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@Darsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oa rsons .com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrtsonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Stephen fitzpatrjcK@par?pn?.5PH! 

BCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Paul Devey 

KNRP 

deveyman@gmail.com: 

Graham Nicoll 

Ericsson 

ara ha m jTj£gJJ<^erie§§gn.p 2 m 

Janet MacDonald 

OCDSB 

J a net. Macdonald@ocds b.ca 

Martin Vanderwouw 

KRP Properties 

mvs ndewjyvy^Krpprpperttes.oom 

Curtis Scarlett 

Minto 

CSoa rlett@ni i nto.cj?m 

Scaling Ching 

West Ottawa Board of Trade 

SU i n g@w@5tPttawa tMwrn 

Jenna Sudds 

Kanata North Business Association 

Jenna Sudd s@ kanata north bia ca 

Eric Topol inksy 

Riocan (Tanger) 

etopol n is kv@ ri o ca n com 

Andy Thompson 

Nokia 

aridY, thorn p§pn<?n9kie.cpm 

Adam Nadeau 

Nokia 

adam.nadeau.ext@nokia.com 

Marcel Denomme 

Urbandale 

mdenomme@urbandale.com 

Geoff Publow 

Senators Sports & Entertainment 

oublowg@otta wasenators.com 

Councillor Wilkinson 

City Councillor 

Marianne.wi 1 kinson@ottawa ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring, and the preliminary preferred corridor. 

Discussion 

Corridor Questions 

1 

It was noted that the Kanata North business community makes a substantial contribution to employment in the 

City of Ottawa, and the GDP of Canada as a whole. Recent announcements of investment in Kanata North by 
technology companies was also referenced in discussing the importance of this area 

The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the ultimate 
corridor chosen for LRT t th/s study will examine how to best serve this community with reliable rapid transit 

2 

How do the northern alignments serve the park and ride and Eagjeson? 

The park and ride would be served with a pedestrian bridge to the station located on the north side of Highway 

417. 

3 

Do all 13 corridors you are considering end up at the Canadian Tire Centre? 

Yes, for comparison purposes that is the anticipated terminus. The exact location of the terminus wili be 
confirmed as part of this study. 

4 

Are the indicators weighted equally? 

Yes f they are considered equally. 

5 

When Corridor 8 gets to Terry Fox it bends North - what is the purpose of this? 

The intention is to move it far enough away from the highway to produce viable development land. Additionally, 
were the corridor to remain against the highway there would be inadequate space for both Feedmiii Creek and 
development lands, 

6 

The corridors to the north are being penalized because it needs to travel a long circuitous route to get to the CTC 
and biases the evaluation. 
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Currently the Canadian Tire Centre is the planned terminus for LRT to Kanata. If the study team observes 
potential in a northern or southern route , it may be examined with a modified terminus to determine if this 
changes the outcome of the evaluation. 

7 

Post-meeting: Based on feedback received from the public, the study team is conducting a further review of 
ridership potential and development potential along 3 LRT corridor options. #5 to the north aiong March Road f #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417 , and #13 aiong the Trans Canada Traii. 

Study Questions 

S 

The Canadian Tire Centre is presumed to be there in the future? 

it is presumed to be a sought-after destination f if not an arena it is identified as an area of intense development 
in the future, This will we explored in subsequent phases , to confirm that the terminus is in the correct location 

9 

Does this study assume that the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facilities will be in place? 

Tes, any infrastructure that is part of the affordable network in the TMP is assumed to be in place. In corridors 
where the alignments overlap with approved BRT corridors, it would take the place of BRT, 

10 

Will you be determining station locations? 

Yes, upon the selection of a preferred corridor. 

11 

Will this study consider a location for an Maintenance and storage facility (MSF)? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension l This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF, and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating the 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie which would serve LRT to Kanata as well. While consideration of an MSF was not in 
the initial scope of work for this study , and has not yet been considered f it appears that evaluation of MSF site 
alternatives may need to be included as part of this study. If this work proceeds , then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming: 

12 

Will bikes be able to be brought on? 

Yes, with some peak period restrictions, There will also be sheltered bicycle facilities at stations 

Park and Ride Questions 

13 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit Network.. Eagleson 
Station t in Corridor 8 for example , will be located North of the Highway f with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride ♦ 

14 

Who are the users of the park and rides in Kanata today? 

Eagleson is used mostly by people who live within the Kanata urban area. Terry Fox is used by people from the 
local urban area and points west. Canadian 77 re Centre is mostly used by people further west or in communities 
outside the urban boundary ♦ 

A discussion was held regarding the impact of autonomous vehicles. It is not anticipated that autonomous vehicles will 
impact the selection of a corridor 

Closing Remarks 

15 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented) 


Please report any errors or omission to Steohen.fitzoatricoarsons.com 
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DATE: 16 May, 2017 

TIME: 6:30 to 8:30 

LQGATI ON: B ea ve rbrook Li bra ry, Room A 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

An ee 1 a. ta v lo r@otta wa ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

Davld.hooDer@Darsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oa rsons .com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrtsonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Stephen fitzpatrjcK@pars<pnsp9m 

PCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Rod MacLeam 

Katimavik Hazeldean CA 

Rod4macleani@nef ca 

Ronald Servant 

Monahan Landing CA 

rservant@gmail.com 

Benoit Duquette 

CEPEO (French Public School Board) 

Ben oit. d u a uette@ce d eo .on, ca 

John Neale 

TACK 

John.LNeatetgmail.wm 

Neil Thomson 

Kanata Bea ve rbrook C A 

M!ithP.mson@xqgers com 

Rick Nelson 

Crystal Beach Lake view CA 

rigKnelsen^nef.Qa 

Sefton Haisz 

TACK 

sefto n@svmoatico.ca 

Julie Gourley 

TACK & Sustain Kanata North 

Julie@iakeland.ca 

Jacques Roc ho n 

TACK 

Jr«g?Q7@rQger§,?9m 

Karen Hawley 

Healthy Transportation Coalition 

karenhawl@gmail .com 

Councillor Wilkinson 

City Councillor 

Marianne wilkinson@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the study objectives, the corridors being considered, the evaluation criteria 
and scoring, and the preliminary preferred corridor. 

Discussion 

Corridor Questions 

1 

Significant investment is being made in Kanata North. These people need a viable transit alternative 

The study team understands the importance of the Kanata North business community. Regardless of the ultimate 
corridor chosen for LRT, this study wifi examine how to best serve this community with reliable rapid transit 

2 

Is expanding beyond the planned terminus a consideration? 

Based on a preliminary review, it is anticipated that the terminus will be the Palladium area. This will we explored 
in subsequent phases, to confirm that the terminus is in the correct location 

3 

l am unsure of Corridor 8 being given a green circle for natural environment impact. 

Comparatively, it performs best alongside the other 12 options as ft is bundled within an approved transportation 
corridor that is already disturbed 

4 

Post-meeting Based or feedback received from the public, the study team is conducting a further review of 
ridership potential and development potential along 3 LRT corridor options: #5 to the north along March Road, #8 
along the north side of Hwy 417, and #13 along the Trans Canada Trail. 

Study Questions 

5 

The Transit Project Assessment Process (TRAP) does not have adequate detail, and designs change following 
approval. 

To support the TRAP process, an EA Recommended Rian is prepared within pre-planning phase which is 
comprised of a functional design developed to a suitable level of detail to identify the scope of the project, 
potential impacts and mitigation and project costs. As the project proceeds through future detail design following 
TRAP approvai, it is inevitable that design changes or refinements will emerge, however no significant changes 
will be contemplated without additional provincial approval via an addendum to the EA. 

6 

Should the Stage 2 office not proceed with their addendum for extending LRT from Bayshore to Moodie, will your 
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study look at this portion? 

The current scope of the study is westward from Moodie, Should the addendum not proceed, the City may 
consider extending this Study to incorporate the Bayshore to Moodie portion of the corridor . 

7 

When is the LRT to Kanata predicted to be implemented? 

The City's current Transportation Master Plan (TMP) identifies implementation sometime after 2031. Planning 
horizons may change as the TMP is updated in the coming years. 

S 

What is the current employment in the Town Centre? 

We do not have this data yet This is a key employment centre, identified as a Mixed-Use centre in the City's 

Official Plan. 

9 

Will Eagleson Park and Ride be removed in the future? 

No, Eagleson Park and Ride remains an important facility in the City's Ultimate Rapid Transit Network. Eagleson 
Station r in Corridor 8 for example t will be located North of the Highway, with a pedestrian bridge/connection to 
the existing Park and Ride. 

10 

What would the frequency of trains be? 

During the peak period, trains couid run up to 6 minutes apart Similarly, the supporting bus transit network 
wou/d be synchronized to run frequently enough to offer a high /eve/ of service so that users can rely on regular 
service . Free-body transfers at stations will also be sought to allow for all-door boarding and reduction of defays at 
transfer stations. 

11 

How do you determine trade offs between efficiency of the line and the number of stops? 

ft is a balance. There should be enough stops to be useful and accessible t but not too many to effect speed and 
performance. We also need to serve major cross streets and major destinations. The number and location of 
stations will be reviewed to balance these needs as this study progresses. 

12 

As the system evolves, will BRT alignments eventually transition to LRT? 

All corridors are planned to protect for eventual conversion. Conversion will be determined by growth in 
population and the demand for transit service, 

13 

Will this study consider a location for an Maintenance and storage facility (MSF)? 

The current assumption is that the approved MSF at Woodroffe is large enough to support this extension . This 
study foresees no need for an additional MSF, and understands that Stage 2 is looking at relocating the 

Woodroffe facility to Moodie which would serve LRT to Kanata as well. While consideration of an MSF was not in 
the initial scope of work for this study, and has not yet been considered, It appears that evaluation of MSF site 
aitemat/ves may need to be included as part of this study.. If this work proceeds f then additional consultation on 
this work will be forthcoming. 

S u p po rti ng Tra ns it Netwo rk 

14 

Will the functional design look at the impact on feeder bus routes? 

To some extent yes. The study will examine the potential to provide a balanced transit network around the LRT 
corridor, and how stations need to be designed to accommodate this. 

15 

Current bus service is inadequate - if it continues most people will drive to stations. 

The study wifi be looking at providing an LRT corridor that can anchor a high performing bus system f and 
encourage connections via active transportation modes. 

16 

North south transit travel in Kanata is difficult. There should be additional service on Eagleson. 

The current TMP identifies Eagleson Road as a transit priority corridor, The potential to upgrade the corridor to 

BRT will be examined in future updates to the TMP. 

March Road BRT 

17 

Does the March Road BRT corridor remove general traffic lanes? 

No, the existing number of vehicle lanes is maintained. Not reducing roadway capacity was a fundamental 
condition of the Kanata North BRT EA study. Additionally, the existing berm is net effected. 

18 

When is the March Road BRT expected to be built? 

It is part of the affordable network in the TMP as sometime prior to 2031. 

A discussion was held regarding the impact of autonomous vehicles. It is not anticipated that autonomous vehicles will 
impact the selection of a corridor. 
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Closing Remarks 


Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House on June 5 (Preliminary Preferred Corridor will be presented} 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen .fitz pa trick® pa rsons .com 
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Transportation Services Department * Direction generate des transports 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

(Moodie Drive to Palladium Drive) 

Etude d'EE TRL Au Kanata Project 

(de la promenade Moodie £ la promenade Palladium) 


Open House 
Monday June 5, 2017 
5:30 to 8:30 p.m. 

Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A 
100 Charlie Rogers Place 


Seance portes ouvertes 
Le lundi 5 juin 2017 
17h 30 a 20 h 30 

Complexe recreatif Kanata, salleA 
100, place Charlie-Rogers 



Welcome 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianrfication et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Bienvenue 


Tonight is an opportunity far you to learn more about the study and 
ask questions. We are seeking your comments on the work 
undertaken to date. 

Please identify any hsues and concerns that you would like to see 
addressed during the study. You are invited to till out a Comment- 
Questionnaire Form. Leave it in the box provided, or return it to us 
by mail by June 23 ld . Comments can also be submitted by email to 
Angela.TayJorMOhawa^ca 

Additional information on the project can be found on the City's 
website at: www.Ottawa .caykanataLRT . 

Your views and contributions are important to the success of this 
study! 


Vous aurez I’occasion ce soir d’en apprendre davantage sur cette etude et 
de poser des questions. Mous voulons entendre vos comments ires sur le 
travail entrepris a ce jour et nous vous invitons a remplir le formula ire de 
comment a ires et questionnaire. Deposez-le dans la boite prevue & cet 
effet et retournez-le-nous par la poste d'ici le 23 juin prochain. Vous 
pouvez aussi nous transmettre vos commentaires par courriel a 
anqela .tayIorMojtawa ca . 

Pour d'autres renseignemerits sur le projet. rendez-vous sur le site Web de 
la Viile a www,Ottawa.ca/kanataT L FL 

Votre opinion et votre apport a la discussion sont importarrts pour assurer 
le succes de cette etude! 
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Study Overview 

Announced in June, 2016, an Environmental Assessment study has 
now commenced to determine how to extend the Confederation Line 
LRT into Kanata 

This project will define a corridor for the future expansion of the City's 
LRT network to Kanata. The extension of LRT to Kanata was 
previously identified in the Ultimate Network contained in the City's 
2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP). This EAwill update the work 
done in the TMP.. and examine corridors along Highway 417, but also 
to the north and south of the highway. 


After reviewing a range of 
corridors, the objectives of 
this study are to determine 
the: 

‘ Preferred corridor; 

■ Recommended Plan for LRT 
alignment and stations; and 

■ Project staging and 
implementation based on 
riders hip and affordability, 


Apergu de l’etude 

Annoncee en juin 2016, une etude d'evaluation environnementale vient 
de commencer pour determiner comment prolonger jusqu'a Kanata la 
Ligne de la Confederation du TLR. 

Le Reseau ideal decrit dans le Plan directeur des transports 2013 (PDT) 
de la Ville faisait etat du prolongs merit vers Kanata du TLR Cette EE 
actualise le travail accompli dans le cadre du PDT et examiners las 
couloirs possibles le tong de Pautoroute 417, mais egalemon! au nord et 
au sud de Pauto route. 


Apres avoir examine les options 
possibles, les objedifs de I'Stude sont 
de determiner 

* le couloir privitegie; 

■ le plan recommande pour le trace du 
TLR et les stations; 

* les etapes et ta mise en ceuvre du 
projet en fonction de I'achalandage et 
de I'abordabilite 




Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Study Process 


Apergu de I’etude 


The study is following a two-phase process: 


L'etude suit on processus en deux phases: 


1. A Planning and Functional Design Phase (underway) to 
develop a Recommended Plan. 

2, An Environmental Assessment Phase. The EA requinaments 
will be addressed through Ontario’s Transit Project Assessment 
Process (TPAP). 

At the end of the first phase, the study findings will be presented to 
the City's Transports I ion Committee, and to City Council before the 
Environmental Assessment Phase is initiated with the posting of 
the Notice of Commencement. 


1. La planification et la conception fonctionnelle (en cours) pour ela borer 
un plan recommande. 

2. L'eva luat io n e nvi ro nne m e ntaie. Les exig e nees e n matter e d' E E se ront 
abord£eslors du processus devaluation des projetsde transport en 
Gommur de I 1 Ontario. 

A la fin de la premiere phase, les conclusions de l'etude seront presentees 
au Comite des transports de la Ville et au Conseil municipal avant le 
lancement de la phase de le valuation environneme ntaie par la publication 
d’une avis de commencement. 


Generate and Evaluate 
alternative designs 

Prepare draft reports 
Consult with stakeholders 
CcUectc de tfanneos 

ifaborstioft et ^valuation 
de concepts de rechange 

Preparation de rapports 
preliminaires 

Consultation avec les 
groupes int&esste 


Consultation on 
draft Environmental 
Project Report 
(ERR) 

Consultation sur le 
Rapport sur !e 
projet 

environne mental 


Review of the 
Environmental 
Project Report 

Ex amen du 
Rapport sur 
le projet 

environnementat 


Ministers 

Review 


Examen par 
fes ministries 



120 Pays /120 


3D Days / 30 Joins 


35 Hays / 35 lours 


Pre-Planning and Consultation / 

Pertodn ptAatehte A la planfflcjikm of consultation 


Ontario Transit Project Assessment Process (±6 months) t 


n dei'Ontario ftB mots) 
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Light Rail Transit - Overview 

LRT is coming to Ottawa by 2013, via the Confederation Line 
currently under construction between Blair Station and Tunney's 
Pasture Station. 


Train leger sur rail - apergu 

Le TLR arrivera a Ottawa en 2018 avec la mise en service de la Ligne de la 
Confederation, dont la construction est en cours entre les stations Blair et 
Tunney's Pasture, 



In 2016, future extensions of the Confederation Line were 
approved to the east (Blair Station to Trim Road), and to the west 
(Tunney’s Pasture to Bayshore and Baseline Stations). The Stage 
2 Office is also examining the possibility of extending the 
Confederation Line past Bayshore to Moodie, 


En 2016. des prolongements fulurs de la Ligne de la Confederation ontete 
approuves vers I'est (de la station Blair au chemin Trim) et vers I'ouest (de fa 
station Tunney's Pasture aux stations Bayshore et Baseline). Le Bureau de 
I'Etape 2 du TLR examine egalement la possibility de protonger la Ligne de la 
Confederation au-dela de la station Bayshore jusqu'a la promenade Moodie. 




Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Existing Conditions - Natural 
Environment 


Conditions actuelles - environnement 
nature I 
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Existing Conditions - Social 
Environment 


Conditions actuelles - environnement 
social 


Land Use - Utilisation du so/ 



NCC Greenbett- Cemture de verdure de fa CCN 




Zoning - Zonage 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianrfication et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Existing Conditions - Transportation 
Environment 


Conditions actuelles - environnement 
du transport 


Active Transportation Network - Reseau de transport acttf 



Transportation Network - Roseau de transport 



l 
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Intensification Opportunities 

There are areas in Kanata-Stittsville that provide opportunity for 
Transit Oriented Development {TOD) or intensification that would 
support a transit facility, 


Possibility de densification 

II exists des secteurs dans Kanata-Stittsville offrant des possibilites 
d'amenagement axe sur Is transport en commun ou de densification, 
possibilites compatibles avec une installation de transport en commun, 




These areas include areas flagged in the Official Plan such as 
Mixed-Use Centres, Mainstreets, Employment areas, as well as 
future land uses as identified in Community Design Plans for the 
ongoing development areas 


Ces secteurs comprennent des secteurs definis dans le Plan official en tant 
que centres polyvalents, rues principales et zones d’emplois: ils 
comprennent aussi de futures utilisations du sol aux fins de projets 
d'amenagement denies dans les plans de conception oommunautaire. 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor Alternatives 


Possibilites de couloirs 


An EA study requires the examination of corridor alternatives 
and 13 potential corridors have been identified, all of which are 
compatible with the proposed extension of LRT to Moodie Drive. 

These corridors range from as far north as Terry Fox, to as far 
south as the TransCanada Trail. Each corridor has Palladium 
Drive as the assumed terminus and will be confirmed later in the 
study. 

These corridors were subjected to an evaluation screening to 
determine the preliminary preferred corridor(s). 


Une evaluation environnementale (EE) exige d'examiner differentes options de 
couloirs et, dans ce cas-ci, treize (13) couloirs possibles ont ete definis, to us 
compatibles avec le prolongement propose du TLR jusqu'a la promenade 
Moodie. 

Ces couloirs sont situes aussi loin que la promenade Terry-Fox au nord et aussi 
loin que le sentier transcanadien au sud. Dans tous les cas. la promenade 
Palladium est la station term inale presumee, ce qui sera confirm e ulterieurement 
par I’etude. 

Ces couloirs ont fait I'objet d une evaluation afin de determiner le ou les couloirs 
privileges proviso ires. 
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Corridor Screening - Methodology 


Evaluation des couloirs - methodologie 


The corridors will be subject to a screening process that considers 
the following criteria: 

* Ridership Potential and Network Connectivity 

- Transit Oriented Development and City Building Opportunities 
» Effect on Natural Environment 

■ Effect on Social Environment 

* Complexity 

■ Capital and Operational Cost 

Each alignment will have it's impact on the criteria above 
evaluated according to the table below using a combination of 
quantitative, qualitative, and comparative assessment. 


Les couloirsferont lobjet d'uneevaluation reposant sur les criteres 
suivants: 

* Potentiel d'achatsndage et de reseau 

* Possibilites d’am e nag e merit axe sur le transport en cornmun et le 
developpement de la vtlle 

- Effets sur I'environnement nature I 

* Effets sur I'environnement social 

* Complexite 

* Gouts d e fon ct io n ne merit et d 'im m o bi I isa tion s 

Chaque trace aura see pro pres effets sur les entires susmemtionn£s qui 
seront evalues en fo net ion du tableau ci-apres en fon cl ion d’une evaluation 
I ant quantitative que qualitalive et comparative. 



Limited positive effect 
Major impact 
Highest cost 


Good positive effect 
Minor impact 
Moderate cost 


Greatest positive effect 
Negligible impact 
Lowest cost 


Effet positif limits 
Repercussions imports ntes 
Gout le pius sieve 


Effet positif 
Faibios repercussions 
Gout modcre 


Effet positif maximal 
Repercussions mini me s 
Gobi le meins 4Iev6 
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Corridor 1 / Couloir 1 Not Carried Forward/Non reporte 

Summary: Serves the DND site and North Kanata but will put 
development pressure on the natural area in the northwest. Town 
Centre and South Kanata are not well served, requiring bus service 
to remain along Highway 417. 


The long route would require conversion of part of the March Road 
BR.T and would be complex and expensive to construct and operate. 


Resume : Dessert le site du ministere de la Defense nationale et 
Kanata Word, mais exereera des pressions sur Tamanagement de la 
zone naturelte au nord-ouest. Le centre-ville de Kanata et Kanata 
South seraient mal desservis de sorts qu'il faudrait maintenir le 
service d autobus le long de I'auto route 417. 

Ce long parcours exrgerait de conyertir une partae du TCRA sur le 
ohemin March et s'avererait complex* et cher a construire et a 
exploiter. 


Ridership ft Nehw)p< Potential / 
Achalandage possible et 
ccrmectivrte du reseau 

I City Build ing Opportun ilres ( 
Pcssbilites d'AATC et de 

1 developpsment de la ville 

Naural Ervironmenl/ 

L'on vi refinement nature! 

Social Environment / 
L'environncment social 

Complexity^ 

Complexite 

Capital &. Operating Costs > 
CoGts d'immobilisaticn e: de 
fonctionnement 

▲ 

• 

■ 

A 

■ 

■ 

■ Growing employment & 
population centres 

* Limited transit connections 

* Poles d'emploi et de 
population en creissance 

■ Correspondanoes limrtees 

* Serves DND and ■ 

Business Park very ‘well 

- Dessert tres bien le 
ministere de la Defense ■ 
nationale et le pare 
industrial 

■ Natural habitat 
impacted 

■ Repercussions sur 
I'habitat naturel 

* Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 

* Exige un service d'aufcobus 
parallile traversal la 
Ceinture de verdure 

* Complex to build 
and operate 

* Complexe a 
construire et 
exploiter 

■ Costly to build and operate 

■ Coute cher a construire et 
exploiter 
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Corridor 2 / Couloir 2 


Not Carried Forward / Non reporte 



Summary: Serves the DND site and a portion of Kanata Worth as 
the existing rail corridor bypasses much of the development and will 
put pressure on the natural area in the nortiwest. Town Centre and 
South Kanata are not well served, requiring bus service to remain 
along Highway 417. 

The long route would be expensive to construct and operate. 

Resume : Dessert le site du ministers de la Defense rationale et 
une partie de Kanata Nord puisqueque i'actuel couloir ferrc via ire 
oontourno une bonne partie dcs zones deja amenageos; ii exercera 
dcs pressions sur la zono naturclle au nord-oucst. Le contrc-villc de 
Kanata et Kanata Sud seraient mal desservis do sortc qu'il faudrait 
maintenir te service d'autobus le long do I'auto route 417. 

Ce long parcours couterait cher a censtruire et a exploiter. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Achalandage possible et 
connectivite du reseau 

City Building Opportunities/ 
Pcs&bilit&s d'AATCetde 
developperreni de la ville 

Natural Environment/ 
t'envlronnemenr natural 

Social Environment f 
L'envirnnnement social 

Complexity/ 

Complexity 

Capital & Operating Costs / 
Coflrs d'immobilisation et de 
fonctionnsment 

A 

▲ 

■ 

▲ 

▲ 

■ 

* Limited transit connections 

* Serves DND and a 
portion of Business 

Park 

■ Natural habitat 
impacted 

* Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 

- Moderately 
complex to build 

* Costly to build and operate 

■ Correspondances limrtyes 

• Dessert le ministers de 
la Defense nationsIc ol 1 
une partie du pare 
Industrie! 

■ Repercussions sur 
I'habitat naturel 

* Exige un service d'autobus 
para 114 le traversant la 
Ceinture de verdure 

* Mod6r£merit 
complete 4 
censtruire 

■ Goutc cher a constmire et 
a exploiter 


Ofawa 
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Corridor 3 I Couloir 3 


Not Carried Forward / Non reporte 



Ridership & Network Potential/ ! Qty Building: Opportunities/ 
Achalan dage possible et j Pcssibi lites tfAATC el de 

connectivity du teseau I dSvefopperftem de la villa 


Natural Ervironnenl / 
L'e nvi ran n ernent nature! 


Social ^r^iron men! / 
Dehvlronnement soda? 


Complexity t 
Complexity 


Capital & Operating Costs / 
Coats d'insmebilisaticn et de 
fonctionnement 


Summary: Serves a portion of North Kanata but will put 
development pressure on the natural area in the northwest. Town 
Centre and South Kanata are not well served, requiring bus service 
to remain along Highway 417. The greenbett is impacted with the 
upgrade of the existing rail corridor to support LRT. 

The long route would require conversion of part of the March Road 
BRT and would be expensive to construct and operate. 

Resume : Dessert Kanata Word, mais exercera des press ions sur 
I'a management de la zone nature lie au nord-ouest Le centre*vil!e de 
Kanata et Kanata Sud seraient mal desservis de sorte qu'il faudrait 
maintenir le service d'autobus le long de f'autoroute 417. La refection 
du couloir ferro viaire pour le TLR aura it des repercussions sur la 
Ceinture de verdure. 

Ce long parcours exigerait de convertir une partie du TCRA du 
chemin March et couterait cher a censtruire et a exploiter. 


m 

• 

■ 

■ 

▲ 

m 

* Growing employment £ 
population centres 

♦ Limited transit connections 

* Serves Business Park 
very well 

* Natural habitat 
impacted 

* Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 

* Mew barrier in Greenbelt 

* Moderately 
complex to build 

* Costly to build and oparata 

■ Pdles d'emplois etde 
population en croissance 

■ Correspondances limitecs 

* Dessert ttesbienle 
pare Industrie 1 

* Repercussions sur 
I’habitat naturel 

* Exige un service d'autobus 
pa raltele traversant la 
Ceinture de verdure 

* Nouvel obstacle dans la 
Ceinture de verdure 

- Moderiment 
complexe a 
censtruire 

* CoOte cher k censtruire et 
k exploiter 


Page 48 





























Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Consultation Summary Report #1 


June 2017 


'Ottawa 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor 4 1 Couloir 4 


Not Carried Forward f Non reporte 



Summary: Serves a portion of North Kanata. but the existing rail 
corridor bypasses much of the development and will put pressure on 
the natural area in the northwest. Town Centre and South Kanata are 
not well served, requiring bus service to remain along Highway 417, 
The greenbelt is impacted, as the existing rati corridor would be fully 
fenced and impermeable, 

The long route would be moderately expensive to construct and 
operate 

Resume : Dessert une partie de Kanata Nord, mais I'actuel couloir 
ferroviaire contoume unc bonne partie des zones deja amdnagccs ct 
exercera des pressions sur la zone naturelle au nord-ouost. Le centre - 
ville de Kanata of Kanata Sud sera Sent mol dosservis de sorte qu'il 
faudrait maintenir le service d'autobus le long de I'autoroute 417. II y 
aurait des repercussions sur la Ceinture de verdure, car I'actuel couloir 
ferroviaire deviart etre entierement cloture et rendu impenetrable. 

Ce long parcours couterait mod ere merit cher a construire et a 
exploiter 


R idersh ip & Network Potential / City Build i ng Opportunities / 
Acfialan Page possible et Pcssibi lites d’AATC et de 

con nectMte du riseau d^velopperr ent de la ville 

1 Souial Environment/ 

. . ' L'environnement axial 

naure! 

Complexity / Caprtal & °^ ratin 3 y 

TTJ t \Y CoOts d'immobil isatic n ei de 

Complex^ rorelonnement 

▲ ■ 

* Servos a portion of the 
■ Limited transit connections B . L, . 

Business Park 

_ , . - Dessert une partie du 

• °°r™sporaiances limtees indualriel 

■ ■ 

Natural habitat * Requires duplicate bus service 

across Greenbelt 

impa o , barrier in Greenbelt 

* Exige un service d'autobus parallele 

eperc ^ 5 ' ons traversal la Ceinture de verdure 

* NouveJ obstacle dans la Ceinture de 

" aturel verdure 

▲ A 

Moderately , Mostly to build and operate 

complex to build 

Moderemerit . coOte cher & constmire et 

compile, . er 

construire 


OftlWfi 
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Corridor 5 I Couloir 5 Additional Analysis Required/ Autres analyses requises 




Ridershl p & N etwork Potential / i City Bu lid Ing Opportunitles t 
Acha iandage possible et Foss bil ites d'ft ATC et de 

connective d u r£seau I ddvelqbpemsnt de la ville 


Natural Environment/ 
L'environnement nature! 


Soda! Environment / 
L'env iron hem ent social 


Complexity/ 
Complex rte 


Capital & Operatng Costs / 
Gouts d'lmmobilisation et de 
fonction cement 


♦ 

• 

■ 

▲ 

■ 

■ 

• G ro wi ng employme nt & 
population centres 
■ Moderate transit 
connections 

■ Serves Business Park 
very well 

■ Natural habitat 
impacted 

■ Does not require duplicate 
bus service across Greenbelt 

■ Complex to build 
and operate 

* Costly to build and operate 

* F&les d'emplois et de 
population en croissance 
■ Correspondences motives 

1 Dessert trbs bien Je 
pare industriel 

■ Repercussions sur 

1'habitat nature! 

■ N'exige pas de service 
d'auto bus parallels tra versa nt 
la Ceinture de verdure 

* Complexes 
construire et A 
exploiter 

■ Coute cher d construire et 
a exploiter 


Summary: The LRT would replace the March Road BRT and serve 
N orth Kanata A ma jo r tra nsfe r is n eed ed at Ma rch/Ea g leso n fo r 
buses serving the Town Center and South Kanata. The LRT would be 
bundled wth the highway across the greenbelt. The route would 
affect the natural areas In the northwest, putting development 
pressure on the area. 


The long route is complex to construct and would be expensive to 
build and operate. 

Resume : Le TLR re m place rail le TCRA sur le diem In March et 
desservirart Kanata Nord. Les correspondences sent 
nombreusesa la hauteur des chemins March/Eagleson pour les 
autobus desservant le centre-vilte de Kanata et Kanata Sud. Le 
TLR sera it amalgams a la route traversal la Ceinture de 
verdure Le parcours aurait des repercussions sur les zones 
nature lies au rrord-ouest, exerpant des pressions sur 
l amenagement dans ce secteur 


Le long parcours est complexe a construire et il couterait cher a 
construire et a exploiter. 
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Corridor 6 / Couloir 6 


Wot Carried Forward f Non reporte 



— 


r 






M 


^ ■. 


Summary: The LRT would replace part of the March Road BRT and 
serve much of Worth Kanata. A major transfer is needed at 
March/Eagleson for buses serving the Town Center and South 
Kanata. The LRT would be bundled with the highway across the 
greonbdt The. route would affect the natural areas in the northwest, 
putting development pressure on the area 

The long route is complex to construct and would be expensive to 
build and operate, 

Resume : La TLR remplacerait le TCRAsur le chemin March at 
desservirail una bonne partia da Kanata Word, Lea corraspondances 
sont n ombre uses a la hauteur das chemins March/Eagleson pour les 
autobus desservant le centre-ville de Kanata et Kanata Sud. Le TLR 
sera it amalgams a la route traversant la Cemture da verdure. La 
parcours aurait des rapercussions sur las zones naturellas au nord- 
ouast. ax arrant des press ions sur ramanagarnent dans ca sacteur. 

Le long parcours est complex® a construire et iicouterait oher a 
construing et& exploiter. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Achalandage possible et 
cannectivite du re sea u 

City Building Opporttmliras/ 
Pos&bilit&s d’AATCetde 
developperr em de la ville 

Natural Environment/ 
I'envl refinement nature! 

Social Environ men! / 
l.'envirnnnennent social 

Complexity/ 
Complex ite 

Capital & Operating Costs / 
Coflfs d'inumbbilisaticn ei cfe 
fonctionnament 

▲ 

■ 

■ 

A 

■ 

■ 

■ Moderate transit 
connections 

* Serves a portion of 
Business Park 

■ Natural habitat 
impacted 

* Does not require duplicate 
bus service across Greenbetl 

* Complex to build 
and operate 

* Costly to build and operate 

• Corres pondanoes mode rees 

* Dessert une pa rtie du 
pare industriel 

■ Repercussions sur 
I’habitat nature! 

* N’exige pas de service 
d’autobus parallels traversant 
la Ceinture de verdure 

* Complexe a 
construire et a 
exploiter 

■ CoOte cher £ construire et 

S exploiter 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor 7 / Couloir 7 


Not Carried Forward / Non reporte 



Summary: The Campeau Drive route would serve the Town Center 
and Palladium areas and a I lew lor a bus network in Kanata, although 
creating good transfer stations will be a challenge. The LRT would be 
bundled with the highway across the greenbelt, Existing development 
along the corridor would be impacted. 

The relatively short route has high capital costs to construct but low 
operating costs. 

Resume : Lc parcours do la promenade Gampcau dcssorvirait Ic 
centre'Ville Kanata et les secteurs autour de la promenade Palladium 
et il fburnirart un re sea u d’autobus a Kanata. Par centre, il sera it 
difficile de creer des stations pour assurer des conespondanoes 
efficaces, Le TLR sera it amalgams a la route traversant la Ceinture 
de verdure. II y aurait des repercussions sur I’amenageiment aduel le 
long du couloir. 

Les coQts cTimmobilisations relies a la construction de ce parcours 
relativement court sont elev6s, mais les co-uts de fonctionnement sont 
faibles. 


Ridership £ Ue\wo{k Potential / 
Achalandage possible et 
ccrmectivFte du reseau 

1 ‘SSSSaSSSSSS' Natjfal Ervirontnenl/ 

, . . „ Lonvinonnomont nature! 

developperr en: de la ville | 

“ ni ', ; 'srssi 

Lenvironncment social Comploxitid .. , 

fonctionnement 

■ 

■ Limited transit connections 

■ Low employment and 
population growth 

A • 

* oerves boundary of . Minimal Natural habitat 

Town Centre and Mixed- 
Use Centre ,mp3ded 

AAA 

* Does not require duplicate * Moderately * Moderate cost to build and 

bus service across Greenbelt complex to build operate 

■ Corrfispondances limitees 
* Fa i b le era issance d'emplo is 
et da population 

* Dessert le perirnetre du - Repercussions 
centre-ville Kanata et la minimales sur I'habitat 

centre polyvalent naturel 

* N’exige pas de service * Mode re merit * Gouts de construction et 

d’a utobus pa ra 1 le le trave rsa nt co rnplexe a de fo nctio n name nt 

la Ceinture de verdure construire modems 



Page 50 


































Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Consultation Summary Report #1 


June 2017 


'Ottawa 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor 8 / Couloir 8 


Carried Forward / Reporte 



Summary: This route follows the previously approved BRT corridor 
and would serve the Town Center and Palladium areas and allow for 
an efficient transit network in Kanata. Bus transfer stations can be 
developed. The alignment has been protected through development 
areas west of Terry Fox, and has little impact on the natural or social 
environ merit. 

Tho relatively short route would be straightforward to build with low 
capital and operating costs. 

Resume : Ce parcours suit le couloir du TGRAapprouve 
anterieunement et il desservirait le centre-viile de Kanata et Ics 
secteurs autour de la promenade Palladium. De plus, il fournirait a 
Kanata un reseau de transport en common efficace. La creation de 
stations pour Ses correspondences est possible, Le trace traversant 
les secteurs amenages a Pouest de la promenade Terry-Fox a #t£ 
protege et il a pen de repercussions sur Penvironnement nature I ou 
social. 


Ce parcours relativement court sera it facile a construire et les coGts 
d'immobilisations et de fonctrdnnement seraient faibles. 


R idersh Ip & Network Potential / 
Achslandage possible et 
connectivity du riseau 

City Building Opportunities / , 

, I-. ii„ N am ral Environment / 

Possbi ttfiS'd MTCetde , , , 

., .. Lenvironnement nature] 

. cteve oppernent de a vi e 

Social Environ men! / ! Complex,^ 

L'environnement social | Complexity fort* onnemenl 

• 

■ Good transit connections 

■ Ba lances needs of North 
and South 

♦ Correspondances efftcaces 

* Concilie Iss besoins de 
Kanata Nord et Sud 

• * 

- Serves Town Centre ■ Minimal Natural habitat 

a nd M ixed - Use Ce ntre impacted 

* Dessert le cerrtra-vsfle * Repercussions 

de Kanata et le centre mini males sur I'habitat 

polyvalent natural 

• • 1 

* Does not require duplicate - Minimally complex ■ Cost effective to build and 

bus service across Greenbell to build operate 

* N'exige pas de service . » Construction et 

d l a utobus pa ra 1 le le trave rsa nt ^ nstruire ^ nctionna ment re nta bles 

la Ceinturs de verdure finandenement 
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Corridor 9 / Couloir 9 



Not Carried Forward/ Non reporte 

Summary: This highway median route would be short and direct, but 
does not allow for good bus and pedestrian connections. The 
highway median would need to be widened, pushing travel lanes 
further out and impacting development on both sides of the highway. 
Complex structures would be needed to transition into and out of the 
median. 

Capital and operating costs are relatively modest even with tho 
complex transitions at either end. 

Resume : Ce parcours sur le terre-plein centra! de Pautoroute serait 
court et direct, mais II ne favorise pas les correspondances d'autobus 
ni les liens pictonnicrs. II faudrait elargir le tcrre-ploin central de 
I'auto route, fa isant do border les voies de circulation des deux cotes 
de la route ct touchant ainsi aux amdnagements actucls, II faudrait 
do s structures do transition complexes pour perrmttre I'entree- ct la 
sortie du terre-plein 

Les couts ^immobilisations et de fcnctionnement sent relativement 
modestes malgre les structures de transition complexes aux deux 
exlre mites. 


R idersh ip & Network Potential i 
Aohalan dage possible et 
cannectivite du r^seau 

1 City Building Opportunities f 
Possibilities d’MFC el de 
developperrent de la ville 

Natural Environ near/ 
Lefivirormement nature! 

Social Environment i 
L'environnement social 

Complexity / 
Complex Hi 

Capital S. Operating Costs i 
Cotills d'lnjmobilisalitj n el de 
fonctonnement 

▲ 

• 

• 

▲ 

■ 

• 

* Good transit connections 

♦ Balances needs of North 
and South 

* Serve 5 Town Centre 
and Mixed-Use Centre 

* Minimal Natural habitat 
impacted 

* Docs not require duplicate 
bus service across GrccnbeH 

* Complex to build, ■ 
disrupts HWY 417 

■ Cost effective to build and 
operate 

■ Correspondances effaces 

■ Continent les besoins de 
Kanata Nord et Sud 

- Dessert le centre-viile 
de la munitipatite et le 
centre polyvalent 

- Repercussions 
mini males sur 1’ habitat 
nature! 

* N'exige pas de service 
d'autobus pa ral 14 le traversant 
la Ceinture de Verdure 

* Complexe a 
ccnstruire: 
perturbs 
(auto route 417 

■ Construction et 
fcnctionnement rentables 
finanderement 
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Corridor 10 / Couloir 10 


Wot Carried Forward / Non reporte 



Summary: There is limited space along the south side of the highway 
for the LRT and supporting bus transfer stations. There would be 
significant impacts for the existing development. The LRT would 
cross the highway near Moodie, impacting the green belt. 

This central route supports North and South Kanata, but not as woll 
as Corridor #8. Capital and operating costs are modest, with a 
moderate level of complexity. 

Resume : Los pace est I i mite du cbte sud de I'autoroute pour y feire 
passer le TLR et y ane^nager des stations de correspondanees pour 
les autobus. Les repercussions seraient importantes sur ies 
a managements. Le TLR traverse rait I'autoroute pres de (a 
pronranade Moodie, ayant par consequent des repercussions sur la 
Ceinture de verdure. 

Co parcours central favorise Kanata Nord et Sud, mais pas autant 
que lc couloir 8. Les couts d'immobilisations et de fo action ncment 
sont modestes ot le niveau do complexity est mode re, 


Ridership & Nebvut k Potential f 
Achalar dage possible eL 
connectivity du teseau 

City Building Opportunities 
! Possibility efMTC et de 
developpemerrt de la ville 

Natural Environment/ 
Ltenvironnement 
nature! 

Social Environment/ 
L'environnement social 

Complexity/' 

Comolexite 

Capital 8. Operating Costs/ 
Couts d'artimobii isatiun el de 
fonctionnement 

A 

• 

• 

A 

A 

• 

* Bala nces needs of North 
and South 

♦ Serves Town Centre 

* Minimal Natural 

■ Does not require duplicate bus service 
across GrcenbcSt 

* Grossing HW7 417 impacts Greenbelt 

■ Moderately 
complex to 
build 

* Cost effective te build 

* Constrained space on south 
side of Highway 417 

and Mixed-Use Centre 

habitat impacted 

and operate 

* Ccncilie des besoins de 
Kanata Nord et Sud 

* Espaee limits du c&te sud 
de I'autoroute 417 

■ Dessert Ee centre-ville 
de la municipalite et le 
centre polyvalent 

■ Repercussions 
mini males sur 

1'habitat nature! 

■ N'exrge pas de service d ; autobus 
parallels tmversan-t la Ceinture de verdure 

■ Franchir I'autoroute 417 a des 
repercussions sur Fa Ceinture de verdure 

■ Moderement 
complexe a 
construire 

■ Construction et 
fonctkmnement rentables 
finanderemsnt 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de pianification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor 11 i Couloir 11 


Not Carried Forward / Non reporte 




Rider&hip & Network Potential t , City Building Opportunities Natural Environment t 
Achafandage possible et f Rossimlites d'AATCetde L'environnement 

connectivte du reseau I developpement ds la ville naturel 


Social Envlronrr-en: / 

L 'envirannement social 


Complexity i 
Complexity 


Capital & Operating Costs / 
Cottts d'immobil i&ation et ae 
fonctionnement 


Limited transit connections 
Low employment and 
population growth 
Concilia des besoms de 
Kanata Nord et Sud 
Espace limits du cote sud 
de I'autoroute 417 


► Servos boundary of 
Town Centre and 
Mixed-Use Centre 

1 Dessert le eentre-ville 
de la munidpalrte et le 
centre polyvalent 


Moderate 
Natural habitat 
impacted 

Repercussions 
minima les sur 
('habitat nature I 


* Requires duplicate bus service across 
Greenbelt 

* Crossing HWY 417 impacts Greenbelt 

* N'exige pas de service d autobus # windArfiment 

para Hole traversal la Ceinture de verdure 

* Franchir I'autoroute 417 a des 
repercussions sur la Ceinture de verdure 


Moderately 
complex to 
build 


complexe h 
construire 


Moderate cost to build and 
operate 

Construction et 
fonctionnement rentables 
finandterement 


Summary: The narrow right-of-way along Timm and Katimtvik would 
make implementation challenging Creating stations with good bus 
transfers would also be difficult in this developed corridor. The 
corridor borders the edge of the Town Centre and Palladium area. 
There are some natural and social environment impacts with the 
crossing of the greenbelt and impacts on the existing development 
along the route. 


Capital and operating costs are modest, with a moderate level of 
complexity. 


Resume : En raison de I'&troitesse de I'emprise Ee long de Timm et 
Katimavik, IF serait difficile d : y construire le trac4. II sera it egalement 
difficile de ctoerdes stations pour des correspondanees efficaces 
dans oe couloir am£nag4. Le couloir serait en bordure du centre-ville 
et de la promenade Palladium. Franchir la Ceinture de verdure aurait 
des r4 percuss Ions sur l'environnement social et nature I et sur les 
a managements lc long du parcours. 


Les couts d'immobilisations ct de fonctionnemont sent modestes et lc 
niveau de eempiexite modern. 
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Corridor 12 / Couloir 12 


Wot Carried Forward / Non reporte 



Summary: The route would serve South Kanata Town Centre and 
South Kanata ate not well served, requiring bus service to remain 
along Highway 417. The segment through the developed Hazeldean 
Main Street would be challenging, increasing capital and operating 
costs. The corridor would have a significant rmpact on existing 
development 

Capital and operating costs are modest even, however there is a high 
level of complexity in accommodating LRT in a developed corridor. 
Resume : Co pa r cours desservirait Kanata Bud. La centra-ville da 
Kanata et Kanata Nerd na scraient pas blen desservis, da serte qu'ii 
faudrart nrmintenir le service d'autobus le long de I'autoroute 417. La 
construction du tronqon traversal le sects ur a menage de la rue 
principal d'Hazeidean occasionnerait des problemes, augmentant 
les coats rf'immobilisations et de fonotionnement Le couloir aurait 
des repercussions importsntes sur les amenagements actuals. 

Les coQts d'imnwbili sat ions et de fonctionnement sent relative ment 
modestes, mais I'a management d r un TLR dans un couloir d4ja 
a menage esttres complexe. 


Ridership & NetWork Potential/ 
Acbalandage possible et 
connectivite du r^seau 

' City Building Opportunities 
/ Possibility d'AAlC et de 
d&velqppemeni de la ville 

Natural Environ merit 
/Lsrtvironnement 
natural 

Social Environment t 
L'environnenent social 

Complexity/ 

Complexly 

Capital & Operating Costs f 
Couts -trim mobilisation et de 
fonctigr nement 

▲ 

A 

A 

▲ 

■ 

A 

* Limited transit connections 

* Serves Hazeldean 
Main Street 

* Moderate < 

Natural habitat 
impacted 

■ Requires duplicate bus service across 
Greenbelt 

« Crossing HWY 417 impacts GreenbeU 

* Complex to build 
along developed 
corridor 

* Moderate cost to build 
and operate 

■ Correspondances limitees 

* Dessert la me 
principal 
d'Hazeldean 

- Repercussions 
mode-rees sur 

1 'habitat natural 

■ Exige un service d'autobus parallels 
traversal la Ceinture de verdure 

■ FranchirJ’auto route 417 a des 
repercussions sur la Ceinture de verdure 

■ La construction 
est complexe le 
long cTun couloir 
dija amenage 

■ Couts de construction et 
de function nement 
moderes 
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Corridor 13 / Couloir 13 Additional Analysis Required/ Autres analyses requises 




Summary: This route would parallel the former rail corridor that 
contains the Trans-Canada Trail. It would have a significant impact 
on the Greenbelt. Town Centre and South Kanata are not well 
served, and bus service is required to remain along Highway 417. 
Challenge to accommodate bus transfer facilities. 


There is some potential to shape the development in Southwest 
Kanata. although most of the plans are already approved. Capital 
and operating costs are modest, with a moderate love! of complexity. 

Resume : Ce parcours sera it para Nile a I'ancien couloir ferroviaire 
empruntd par le seniier franscanadien. II aurait des repercussions 
importantos sur b Ceinture de verdure. Le ccntre-vilfe do Kanata et 
Kanata Sud scraicnt mal dessems dc sortc qu'ii faudrait maintenir le 
service d'autobus le long do I'autorgutc 417. Difficile d'y amcnagcr 
des stations pour les correspondsnces. 


II permettrart de fa^onner I'a menage ment du secteur sud Guest de 
Kanata, bien que la majorite des plans a cteja ete approuvee. Les 
couts d'immobilisation et de fc notion nement sent modestes le niveau 
de oomptexite esl mode re. 


Social Environment t 
L'envifonnement so^al 


Complexity f 
Complexity 


Capital S. Operating Costs / 
Couts d'immobilisation et de 
fooctionnc merit_ 


• Growing employment & 
population centres 
■ Limited transit connections 


■ Piles d'e triple Is et de 
population on croissOncc 

■ Correspondences limiteos 


- Connects to targeted 
areas for 
intensification 


* Relb £ des zones 
cibldcs pour la 
dcnsrfication 


♦ Moderate Natural 
habitat impacted 


Repercussions 
moddroos sur 
I'habitat natural 


* Moderately 
complex to build 


ModbrGment 
complexe a 
construire 


Moderate cost to build and 
operate 


Coats de construction et 
do fonctionnemdht 
modems 


City Building Opportunities 
t Possibilites d'MTC et de 
OPvolappemcnE de la ville 


Natural Environment/ 
L'enwoii nement nature! 


Requires duplicate bus service 

across Greenbeft 

New barrier in Green belt 

Exige un service d'autobus para lie le 

tra vers ant la Ceinture de verdure 

Nouvel obstacle dans ta Ceinture de 

verdure 


Ridershlp & Neiwofo Potential/ 
Achalandage possible et 
connectivity du rfiscau 
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Corridor Screening - Initial Results 


Evaluation des couloirs - premiers resultats 


In ilia 1 results of the screening indicate that Corridor 8 is the 
preliminary preferred corridor for the following reasons: 


Les premiers resultats de revaluation indiquent que le couloir 8 est le 
couloir privilegie proviso ire pour les raisons suivantes : 


* Provides transit spine equally supporting all of Kanata 

' Supports future March 8. Fernbank Bus Rapid Transit Corridors 

* N o sig nificartt e nv ironm enta I o r soc ial i m pacts 

* S up ports develop ment o bjective s a long route 

* Cost effective to build and operate 

Corridor 8 will now have in-depth existing conditions documented 
so to inform the development of the Recommended Plan, and the 
subsequent impact assessment. 


* Fournit un axe de transport en commun reliant egatement Kanata en 
entier 

* Vient en appui aux future couloirs de transport en commun rapide par 
autobus March et Fernbank 

* Aucune repercussion imporiante sur le plan social ou environnemental 

■ Soutient des objectifs d f a management le long du pa recurs 

■ Rentable sur le plan de la construction et du fonctionnement 

A present, les conditions actuelles du couloir 8 seront examinees en 
profondeur pour l elaboration du plan recommande et revaluation 
subsequente des repercussions 




Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Corridor Screening - Further Analysis Evaluation du couloir - autres analyses 


Although Corridor 8 performs strongest across the board, the 
ridership and network potential of Corridors 5 and 13 warrant 
further analysis. 


Meme si le rendement du couloir 8 est le plus eleve d’entre tous, 

fa oh aland age et le potent iel reseau des couloirs 5 et 13 me rite nt quon en 

fasse une analyse plus approfondie. 


This analysis will modify Corridors 5 and 13 to an alternative 
terminal station, and assess their performance against the same 
criteria used in the initial evaluation. 


Pour cette analyse, les couloirs 5 et 13 auront une station terminale 
differsnte; leur rendement sera par la suite evalue eu egard aux mSmes 
criteresqui ont ete utilises pour revaluation initiate. 



The results of this analysis will be used for comparison alongside 
Corridor 8 to finalize the Preferred Corridor. 


Les resultats de cette analyse seront utilises pour comparer ces deux 
couloirs au couloir 8 et etablir au final le couloir privilegie. 


I 
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Next Steps 

In the coming months, there are several important next steps 
for this study. Based on feedback from consultation groups and 
public, project team will: 


Prochaines etapes 


Plusieurs etapes importantesdans le cadre de cette etude se derouieront 
dans les prochains mois. En fonction de la retroaction des groupes 
consultative et du public, lequipe affect&e au projet: 


* Confirm the preferred corridor 

■ Develop alternative designs 

■ Develop recommended plan 

■ Conduct TRAP 


* Confirmers le couloir privilege 

* Preparera des options de conception 

* Elaborera un plan recommande 

■ Entreprendra le processus d evaluation du projet de transport en commun 


The second Public Open House for this study will occur in the 

Fall.. 2017. 


La deuxieme seance oortes ouvertes de cette etude aura lieu a 

I'automne 2017. 


Your views are important to the success of this study Please 
identify any concerns that you would like addressed during the 
study. To be added to the mailing list, or to submit any 
comments or questions, please contact: 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principals de project 
Transportation Planning j Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 
Angel a, Ta y lor@otta wa .oa 

(613) 580-2424 x 15210 


Votre opinion est important pour Se succes de cette etude, Pour vous 
inscrire a la liste d’envoi ou pour soumettre vos com me nta ires ou 
questions, veuillez communiquer avec : 


Angela Taylor, ingenieure 

Senior Project Engineer j Gestionnaire principals de projet 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa 1 Ville d'Ottawa 
Angela. Taylor® Ottawa .ca 

613-580-2424, poste15210 


Thank you? 


Merci! 
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Ptease leave comment she*t in the box on the table or mailtfax/e-mail your comments by Jurfe 23, 2017 

to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa. ON K1P 1J1 
Tel: 613-500-2424, ext 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela,taylor®>ottawa,ca 
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Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments., 110 Laurier Avenge Went, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1, fl 13-560-2424, ext, 15210, 
angsla.tay1or@otlawa,ca . 
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pour prolonger le train leger sur rail £ Kanata 

Le Sundi 5 juin 2017 
Complex© recreate Kanata, sails A 



Les fenMlgnements poraonnafe sor cotta faJlUt de pnteenw soul wuoWls an vaitu das pauvcira coronas par la Loi aur rarntnaetmani du territore, 
L.R.O.,1 WO, C. p. 13 «i pauvant iiw utilise par la Villa d*Ottawa afln da cemmumquer avac las pensonnee pfAasntos P^r leur foumlr d'autres 
riformaijonrE aur Elude de piantficalton at devaiuelton flrvnronfiafflontale (t£) pour prolonger to train liger aur rail a Kanata, Si vous av#z das 
questions aur le cueHlelte et ItaMllwitlon deo rensakgrremenls personnel, vojIUk comimtfiJquer avec Angela Taylor. Gsstionnaire da pnojet, 
Plflnjricalion das transports et Evaluation* sfivironnerneiTlsSas, Vide d'Oltmwa. 110. av Lauder O.. Ottawa (Ontario) KIP 1J1, 613-50O-2424 r pOflte 
13210 r teite,; 61 3-5M-2576, MUirifll: aotjata .taytorfflottaiw. eg _ 
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Please leave your comment sheet In the box on the table or mail/fax/e-mail your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela.taylor(S3ottawa,ca 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.Q. 199Q r c, P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Lauiier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1, 613-580-2424, ext 15210, 
angelalaylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Tell us what you think... 



Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.O, 1990, c, P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
angeia,taylor@ottawaxa . 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S,0. 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1, 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
angelalaylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mail/fax/e-mail your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurler Ave. W, Ottawa, ON K1 FIJI 
Tel: 613-580-2424, ext 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela,taylor(S)ottawa.ca 


Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act. R,S,Q. 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurler Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1 r 613-580-2424, ext, 15210. 
angela,taylor@ottawa,ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mail/fax/e-mail your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave, W, Ottawa, ON K1P 1J1 

Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela.taylor@ ottawa.ca 


Personal Information on this sign in sheet Is collected under the authority of the Planning Act r R.S.O,1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1 P 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the fable or mail/fax/e-mai[ your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela.taylor(ffiottawaxa 
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personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, RS.O- 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessmant Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Lauder Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1.613-5802424, ext, 15210. 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mail/fax/e-mail your comments by June 23* 2017 

to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 
Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela.taylor@Ottawa.ca 
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Pers ity of 

Ottawa io contact ananases tor tne purpose or providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
angela,taylor@ottawa.ca r 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.G. 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, tfyou have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1, 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
angela.taylor@ottawa,ca . 
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Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments. 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-580-2424. ext. 15210, 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ce . 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.O, 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1 P 613-580-2424, ext, 15210, 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheets collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, if you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
a n g e I a taylo r@ottawa. ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mail/fax/e-mail your comments by June 23, 2017 

to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 
Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angeia.taylor@ottawa.C3 


Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, piease contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager. 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-590-2424, ext. 15210, 
angel a,tayior@ Ottawa, ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mail/fax/e-maif your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angefa.taylor@ottawa.ca 
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Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
a n ge I a taylor@ Ottawa .ca . 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet is collected under the authority of the Planning Act, R.S.G. 1990, c, P.13 and may be used by the City of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taybf, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1,613-5802424, ext. 15210, 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca . 
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Please leave your comment sheet in the box on the table or mailffax/e-mail your comments by June 23, 2017 
to: Angela Taylor, City of Ottawa, 110 Laurier Ave. W, Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, Fax: 613-580-2578, email: angela.taylor@>ottawa.ca 
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Personal Information on this sign in sheet Is collected under the authority ot tne Manning act, k.^u. -laau, c r. io miu may i/cu^u uy ui^ity of 
Ottawa to contact attendees for the purpose of providing further information about the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study, If you have any questions about the collection and use of your information, please contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, 
Transportation Planning and Environmental Assessments, 110 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1, 613-580-2424, ext. 15210, 
an ge la layl or@ottawa ca . 
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Eftibfrct; Kl.-t , -ar-reLft : 

Hk*cr htxnk*. Ire X. SH? £=2f £2 FM 
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rost Lit welrstrinn r*-rr|M" hnm -nrnnoiYl. or If,s to r ^rtorttvl ; t or.'iV 

Good Afternoon; Mr.. tftankyou for your email and commonts Shat wfli be n eluded in Ihe 
vudy kor Mntider«»i* turn « psrt of tit public record Wewt« exclude your psncmoi 
intorti&bon lo enture your uri^cy and Iwk. rorwkrd to ytwr rtrfmued tticr in Ihis 

sludy. 

FtdHf i d #*»!XKal dec 1 run have irty rt.'r-rtrr •mpe.-.'r» •■rrllfvvenl urOlm Cart. Mfiinnpgrhn i.‘ 
t-j n; Tough ih5 reutii wtJd bt :itk! benefit to people Urfcir iF^se coTpitniue; 

Thf; Tt> TS-"annc.’. Trr rtmsnl> jsssth; nciLtsTI rortkirtimtei VMewnqit. n.ic H i 

craa-town b rvniy Thistrai is heairtir used ov nrvr. i renr ..t.vii ano if* .ist: w only irrrnatK! jit.- r'll l 

You have certain^ Souchedcm some of the key issues wsetffof (he LRT Cm - dor #13 
option located wither Iho Trans Canada Trail lhat the sludy tea m has idenlif'ed ss negative 
impacts Tor this candor As a result. Ihns coteew rank* low when compared to Corridor S3 
running :c tre north of Highway 4 17. H should te noFaolhat wntcheuer corn dor is selected 
as th e prate Ted ocnwlor. pedeslrian anc cycling lirrejes (such as overpassesj Lo LRT 
siatioes will he rcccmxrendfed. 

rtvwiKf :a Carting Ciintpus. 

Ir r , "e wirier the r rs^ csnada-l red on orepKEd Hotite-ls ii a neauiry ised (Tiofi-couitrv iki t'ar ei-n is a 
prtT^fV ga-WUV id an pipuiovr :ml ^«"n ir MCd Erruriftk 

R.iri -lerifi i 1" ■ rlongthe prrtroeri Hojir F.'rxM'tv aimdc-r ercci 'rge* ndeisun ityaoTe smek in 

Regards, 

Angela 
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1* preawit onuniift a eoL]itklit |ian-It aynldine (le Ltnnnek <k In Ville ifDfbwR. Toute 
djntji billion, ulilifatian o j rc|iTw5tKtiou do cviurnui oo dee renfetgnenuajitfi qui s'y Ireovciit yur 
lhidpOOKumc nlulre qiw; mi» ifceTnffKntft 1 Jirttm eel intiTduo Je- vlhis rntix-f^r: ik' votK 
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riectiarka. problem nrderaiiment would u= a c.i -igtit-naie. How waLd errcrtje Tor veicldi tejici 

lire Ml drVSM injutril pfKiicng;:*? Th ■ tmj.iH 1 :■ v -itL-'t att]LjSi|IOIl orteCCgrrrrtFidC Inrti! to build n 

Aci-iirn me H with year mend mirrenn ■ •; ,'s.new rlrnr ig HnstFis rest been fnrtgmd? 


-’rbMsec A$tfSfr-13 Candor iIwurIi Srideivood bypuswii Mslirg Carbon p« b-r-iide arc T<r\"?oi parfc- 
- -rises Tuning erty would need to sparse uues uetv.’sen thcae fa dirties to the -,sarest;-air r.o3...ir 
pcnKiLdry 
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Tel 
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r-tlC(*FriO-W 

Dji c rt.-iJj,-, An: Jft, J 01 J 5:S. L- AH 

Good AUHtm^joeii thaivlq you For your ^ri&il and comments lhal w«f be mrluded in fhc 

study For consider eiion and as pert of the public record VYa *ilf exclude your personal 
intonist an lo ensure your privacy a nd look forward te your continued pe Hop eticr in Ihia 
sludy. 

Ge»d Morning mank you far your air ail and your words of support lor Hie study Comments 
from Ihc SBtls'/ilk Assodatioo will be indufec in the sludy Tor coesideralion and as 

psert o' Bit pufcite record Ypg have ceteirty touched cn ihe keyi&su#s tti« tt»e i:ucy 
i;3entfied wrth the proposed LRT -corridors lothe north south and along Ihe central Highway 

Regards, 

Angela 

417 Tie stuefy team will also be renewing oplions lo laminate tee LRT based on ridarship 
und a ITucatfilily and (red MiaNy idertifieo Ri ladium [>ivt! per IEi^ City's Trunsfwtailion 

Master Plan. In acdHbon. wtilewe have mal wnh e representative from the Ottawa Senafiors, 

Teylof, n.Fmp.. 

Senior Project Engineer I Qoilxinriiii e prinolpefe de^nject 

Trtrtsncrtahcin Pennine i PtmHitBlHBn des trarsvorts 

TrnnSpOrtatien Survidei Department j Service dei frunsjwirt a 

City tl Otbdwe Ville £'0;l4w4 

angrla ino nnfl.' ornery o n 

a i.bii) sao- 2 i;i a imdi 

we wll bo morting '*^h (here further eo aiscuss hh c future- plans of (he Can ad an Tire Ceihe 
and pacing eptions, 

Hease stay luned v*tiae Ihe ttedy ttam osmplele* tee further review snd seleds tee 
pretered candor. 

Regaids, 

Angela 
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I think the most direst route aSon.E highway 4 L 7 to PaJJaiitini for (he hjthr rail trajiml is the heat 
upturn. ElriVkiijt tit IJKTur the Jvigrkwn Pmk ?4 (fide. Terry Fdk Mark (if Ride arid the Taafter 

Ouilelit WtwJd be u *ise .iute uftiiciaiEV lieinjt 3 lris( IcuhIsliiw in Kiaunka. Ab» - su^esl liiivitw 
rapid bus uaroii! going (o ?be fartheat noriL aud soudi Ka_ma in.:hiding to Stt&vilU' to git 
ocopk oftioionfiy to duo LRT route. 
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Santi Fndoj - , June 23 r 2fll7 6 JL PH 
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Subject; 5VA toit-rtteiws ox enrifcvimenlai assessment ; ar estene en sT LKT (mm hteale Cnve to toe 

ViTflsmm tm.tai:rarradhjw D4« 

TTris -e-mail origiHaie iTom lliu Ci ly of Ottawa e-mai 1 syrtein. ,\ny diaLTilmtiojL iiae oi typyiug 
of ihuf v-jtkd 1 rx Oio mliTTrvdn^i i! o:ni mna hy oOieT "hrai ihv imiviiHtu.f TvojncmHF ) it 

LinittiOrenrp,l r Hemk ytm 

Aiigcla: t am s;jidkig ihe rojiunents oF the Stittaviiie Village Asaodaiiloii which, are pasted to 
iJjti ineitlStf# Lelw is well as bwiqe idULhediw a wcnlt duCenwttL i liuptyoit vrsll ItiilI-OW 

BBggeatitJtis liEoful and our baaic support Jtclijfal. 

RegunlF 

Lt pitiMLt couniel a et» exp^die pa i le Eystkae do soujiieis do la Ville il'Ottawa. Teate 
dutnhunoJL utilisutioji cm reproifiwtioii do coionicl os des Eensttguemente qi.u i'j r trouvent par 
uue pereonire srotte que son tfeEfiisatsiire pre-vu «t iiLtentel& h voik xauerae rte votre 
cdialictabHi. 

Stitteville Village Aasoctaiion comments on environmental assessment 

for extension of LRT from Moodse Drive tD the Western limit at Pa lladi jm 

Drive 
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extended tc t lazetdeen Road, wn ch will provide -nstght into any concerns that might 
anse in that area and iso haw much it will cost for ihts 1,75 km southern axiension. If 
Fie environmental sludy is aiiTaady urrisn.vay il will net be ejtpenaiva ioadd the 1 75 
Kin to Ihe study area II will provide e means of assessing Ihe viability of this extension 
and help decide in whetfotune year the extension would be atfcrdabia. 

The SVA will also support option 8. which g o as along the north side of Itie 
Queerraway. This route is in the nnrlh-snulh centre of the Kanata community and we 
believe t is Ihe most practical, cost effectve way of servkiig comm unities 1o the west 
of Moodie Drive 

The LRT presemaliofu in K»na:a indicated there was also a commitment tc further 
study options number 13 arid 5. The objective of option 5 is 1o serve Ihe Kanala North 
bus less Park, which seems appropriate, bul Ihe route is very long and goes through 
envi r onmenlatfy sensitive land which has few people near the ine it may be nr ere 
practical to supply a Cos Rapid Trans! (ERTi spur tc serve the Kanata. Ncnih Business 


Park, which'S an important employment hub •rthe Kana-ta- Slitlsvillecottwnunity 

A similar concern ctuH apply to route of oplior is, which passes tirousjh ihe mew nigh 
density area (35 units/ hectare* on the east sice of Stltlsvllle. The objective of serving 
this community is appropriate, but il comes at a great cost because of the length of tha 
LRT route 

The laudable objective of ser^ng Ihe high denaty ccmmuirnty east of Stirtsvie could 
be achieved more eccncmtcsly by Smpty eMtendmg the knesetoutm option a, to the 
south by ihe 1.75 km. which is what we have necomnended. 

It won d ba approonale to negotiate with the Canadian Tire Centre to obtain lha use of 
Idle paved parking area already in place. On other projects vre note that creating 
parking spaces cost about $65O0/pBrking spg: \: would also be appropriate thal Ihe 
dty of Ottawa planners laciiitete this higher density deveioprwenl in the neighbourhood 
of the Palladium. 

Tho oxlumior or Ihu LRT lo the west is nnporturi'.. us ulcers living in flic wusl end or 
Ottawa do not believe that tfiey have received a fall share of Ihe allocation or funds for 
LRT. "ransporlatfort professionals believe oeople livlrg in me wesl end do nol use 
public tra nsportation and this luslifes not expanding me servioas, Those who live ih 
ihe west end indicate mat piAitic iransportation is used eo. trills because Ihe service is 
so inadequate For exam pie. m order to get 1o the south end of Kanata from Ihenodh 
end of Kanata using public Inarsportation. onE must go vie Bayshore or IhE Fagleson 
park-and-lde. Tine 5VA befieves ancient service to Kanata and Ihe downtown core win 
result in a marked Increase In western rtdersh p. 


Frami T-ste., 

Tu: 

fit: ■•,:!. I-|I 1. 

!£: 1, Jt P.nl h rim 

Dd«r vijiU-, Ui 2 &, »rS».52SM 


Good Fawning , thank yew to your email and c^mnentii thal w* be included in thv study to 
consideration and as per! cJ the public raced lAle wil exclude your pf serial information to 
anaiHe yatif privacy and lock lowland loycur continued parlicipBlion «n this study You have 
certainly touched on Ihe key issues tha: the study has ktcnhlied wilK Ihe LRT corridor along 
tie Trans Canada Trail and arc the reasons why Ihis corridor ranks low on the evaiuat on 
Pteaiye say Imm 4 white ihe study team complete! Ihe ftfiher i«iew and selects Hie 
pretef retu cccrkicf 

Regards. 

Angela 

Angita r «ylar P_£ng_ 

S-urMor Project Er^intur , 'jL-jlwnniirL praicipaiu dc project 

I raciqpartali-nn Planning | ('isnUit.atiMi dec trantports 

Irnnaiortirinn Service* Department | Service dc£ tnmvpcrti 

Cilvel OlL-jWd Ifilfce d'OtLfcvra 

Hi aipfla.uv ar-tiarinwacn 

S ifU/SaS 'i.’Jji fiJld 

sLnb'Ridn;, Jure 23, 2017 3:42 PM 
Tar Taylor, kngela 
Subject: Light Roil In Kunoto 

Dear Artjele, 

With reuKct to the Juno Si 2P17 art Is h* I ■ ■' «n r aU. nr, I would --nil sain 

ccmr arts on the tH rd option do nn the rail I -a a onp the T-ans Carad a Trail. M a 'as der : 
who Ives In verv doss pro* -mtv do one d'? a-'d ^es n caifv I on set co this epten b&.-i^ 
ccccldered for several reasons: 

- ^v ctildrsnanc manycrtTsrs have to cross Dhs “msCareda Trail to f??t Do school. Childrer. 
cross IE goIngsoLfth to gel lo M/.CL W tc--* a -d il. Janes elementary schools trom g-adE s 1 to 
i Eicieerepers cross it go np. rorm to (jat tc A y. Jssyson Secondary EcCeW: . rhe Dtta^a 
Carietar. District Schco Boeic finished a oaure'arv ad .LStmwt c 2C13 wheh. addel see do'sI 
elemerlaw school stucentstc tie n umbars c'K.sirgiha.jTa:l gDlngsouCi. 

-thousands of res derts usa tha ^rarsCa-aca "re Ifo- la sura ardas s tike and walk -g 
t-an&oortstion route. Sohoa- classes, turning c-uos.. semens, cross country skiers, nature 
erthus sets and cyt sis all use tha cn v?a r 'ourd. The City ef Qdawa vas seppose-d do rave 


o .'thEsec 'Stra-is Vatro' data to track cvclte^ a^e we stlngwithin the city, -rem perse is use 
or" ihj jtri vs app, know that many, nra iy cyr ste -te It alonetne ‘rans Canada Tran. 

-there s a possibility of nejjat-va masTtscr res estate bordenretne trail. A gu:tk look at 
.»0tfil0 tijlihcv. slices,:! .it IxilWL^iri 114 :.jIiiJ I • t: liIil ::t Moli.iw.i [!fi".:■: ■(.. ■ k>I: s 
chars iiCOhfiiKK Butk directly onto the rans Cai i '.. . An .dc 1. i . t agwshack c- :c 
5het E-d "s'k whict is lopatac directly beads ne Trans Ca^aea Trs .. V ’lions of dcilars '■ 
real esTEta lolt-e tcdo be lost #’-hone nsrallaT on of e r a: ne bemroithese nouses, 

- tne r a r nsv be mcreasec oraTic on tes Certis, sreat!- sura undmfi the I rans Lana da ra-1. as 
Well ,j% i irdWttJ i)‘i MruGl uurh -iy. In- ,:J:J II ; n: 'v i| Lius b Tili(u.i. Lr_il k.. iJisr.iyl :yk i:- 

■jc.' 1 4:.red drfinacpratructioA. possibly the lire s»f*tvof rMidents. but 
-and sfhssls rBritsiewood S&utk, sinc*trjcki ^rc^otStea Rr*st»ti«nni nvoUc gav« tc 
rev fista tnra .yrh :te oorifitnuictlor to gee to Fires. 

- e israpdon :Df the condnuty oft ie rani. Canada I ra cou : eac tc refetwe periapc ors arc 
•w hi .vit:)!insii .Ul „ir i: aiMil^ic.. : :.-r-,. :y;i! i:: s. I , :wncn L?ti wtM - 'cl .,-d '.Vav .inr 
nr Is Diners, the l-.-i -..tdwtn I -jil trav^’ses d lyse forested drey irhabited bv -rwi yv/ til re 
sootissar-d It IS &t J 0 e-cd by weflartts »wel 

I h e prefe""ec option for th e Iccat on of tha i Inn: ra line -nc ^ d be tc have it ibllovi' the - J -L ?. 
tor ratted te octn tanate Wortn ard -.arsra Scith byeffc ent northi-souhi b je -es on r-a|c r 
streets, 

Tcurfulv, 


I'-mh L- miiil iwigmnUv trnqi I hu £ ily uTlI * I * * * S * 1 lawn i- imnl >yFlinn Any chiitnlnitiiHi. ijk; ut wqsj'mg 
of dtii e-itia.il or dte iiifomislkia if coivlaiii3 by otlic/ than the iiifenk J retupieutfa) i a 
Tuiaadiorizcci. Thank ™ 

I v rmremi oiunnl a tn ! rsyi -,Ih 1 v:" h' ny^ic-ii e-:k cm irola In Villa iTCNtawn. T««te 
diatribution. utUuation on reproduction du courdc; on icruotpicnicntB qui 4y (reiuvnit par 
luidpascnuiG unhe qua mi duvriimbuJi: 1 jirihti ert intia.'dire Ju VlHis msireftiie de vobru 
ccJlabfiTHri.cn. 
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Frami 

T*i 

Cfc: f ■bTJfcii't. 

ftityKl; PL: i “tyr* or Eavta 1 - P-arpng 

Hites Hfcxrttv. L.-C A-. X'A7 *1 

Trehcm-rt Gffticc: mt flVmid (pUm* 1 dn- hisSmr'Ty, dil ^ Itic inrplpi'enlil: rtlHiottl kdrtti-smdi hue rraTcs "n 

mail utericb ;g.n..T«.J »UI.I te,b&dilr|iv«ifjl : lu UIdLtuUl hlln Uek'mt 

Tln- i. yim L‘d v : i.itli lu till: uigiiiiUuntii' 1 n j , ml i iIl- 1 rvilx-ui.. V." 1 : ibuiliL Ll- liifipy l‘.- fiwiili: in Lluali L-cliiiii i 1" 

HSio, tn-anH you for your email anc comments that will be Incttid-ed in the study for 
con tiderthon «.nd * % («er< of fi e public rttoxt We wll extiu* ycur pftcenil inTetm otion to 
ensure yOJf pfivecy and tak fo-frtrd Ip your Conlinucc: P*r1i0p«liwl *1 Itas study You have 
eerlainly Icuched on We key issues that the study has idenbUed with the LKf sorndor along 
fia Ira is Canada frail, tJrven the tradaols required 'or each LRI condor cqtmn, the 
prelirnna ry preferred corridor continues to be the corridor along ihe nedh side of Highway 

417 

ft taped Till h.' mlmirtar. 

This e-mail onjuuitw fioia the City of Crtawa o-rnail Ej^trjn. Any distnbalirm, use or WFjijig 
(il iJris; E-triicil :.ir ik: infdfrttintitlti il cunljima tiy .ilheT lli:m ItioitifcihtedTisi.nigml'fsIii: 

ILlIkirllCTI/tKl i ti;n,l( W1IL 

Regards, 

Angela 

1« pniiitTil coinnel u Hiqitkkiiiar 1# tie onnmafe <(n (il Villa iKKfeiwii Tinuk 

(JracributiLin, UtikatsOn on p^ti.hIik-ijlii) du ocuttic! 0U det rtnynA^rn-nicuhf qui *'y IrtnweiLl jimr 
line i 'i.n h-oiriL' ,m In* l|M! sihl iWliiuitiiur |ic4vd bi- 1 lrirmlilO Jc VLiiin WnlLiUiu ilf Viilffi 

ocilabOTBiiojL 

Angela Taylor, P-Fuj. 

ianiar rTojoLt UnginBor \ (ji.ironniiri prwidpJc da pro j act 

Iran^Kirtailnn Planning | WsnlfiEpTiim. rioi frar. (ports 

Transportation Sorvwe* Uapidownt | Service d*S tranj^Kirtt 

Cily of Ottawa 1 Villa d'Uttxwa 

K anRfla Twior$o1 ;a*4 ca 

9 il l.hi'aHO 


SenC'Friday, ime 21, 2017 L21 PM 

Tnc Taylor. Angela 

Subject: feEcbadt on KanMa LtftT Planr ng 


Hi Angela, 


With nsrpucf in (k: following article (hlkur wu, *• :-i JwncnTmirmfyiM'ttii finnrrrwH 
.<1 -iv "i '-J rl>:■ -l.-.in.il .;■> 1 :i-.l,l-i:n! Im1i.il -a: ii g-»liMpL.‘|i.r:LwiweiirinilicinyiiviVji cum1) and 
toviEBHOfl ed jamidc feedlKd:. please find below some patnra for tfnuidoialkrfi 


Parti ei raiona with h LILT il* along Ifae 'aoLithem. tourd' cfHiion dong the Trams Canada Trail: 

-shcrc mny bt if yniliiMt Mgidik*liii|i«cU. an red taitt in nfcilfllthcd iuiiM.-iiilniwl- IkRiLine on tfitrnil; 


-lllkt^ In Kgli Amtenl jmiL|iijc 1 i| liaflic linA, lliillu Hi : idvVLifli It l Flnjh irw m iiL y|Ailnzi■ 11 ■ i^d fhaL WHUiLLis rjilil 
ty i ml line ■■ u&otf 2 oats, s-tiidttf iiTdy, md rmispiatillon Tcuid Lfcity Ik- advasely 


-thtte- mvy bt riNrtur impart >i--, a din. :t, el omiimiiciy mi3U|i: Ihu-e^juaiwfy ims Die &a;nn* bill AM' Atfaitetyt 
pa.ki. tuck as Shrltuid Fxb. all yru aai m pip. mini oil rinbv uiiibe.L I'rvir sand. md «dio z\ 1. rr'fiiiiE 
i-||f#4. *iiUnp dab*, you* rfiiliK |r * . ACEKilipp: ■' i .ig ilirci. mrurii unupH (InlriilE. Uni wgigftgm;. titp rititdlfe. 
tk-.j. -.llAtt* rllV.Ll XtUl idllcf lflliL-llj«ll>. (.idllk rVtlilia. I. N>. Ill Whiter. LOJllll^ir 1 ^ I3UIIJ 


-IhrtraHJ 1 b# IILW^W |nui|niMN 4 r.j.. Mit iiLiiiiiKWtl, tnceMhgiel) nriA*in||iPavn UrH*i> CWWlh Tlli\ 


-thrrr mv b# in^*^ nvilifi -nC iwn dly jiuiiiiii)i. iKidrufrf le' prapmina. nlwildliuB. nn apmwiwiflf •wlstuin rail 

IItm that h*H t«n rnnovisd. 





Finmi T-sMitj nnEidp 

T4?; 

Cl: v. »? . &W, 2*?:* 

hUh^cl: PE LP.T mdxrair fa: t>i*. 

Ddl*: P- 'i?/,. ] j c 25. 2SI71 l^2E A'-! 

Karam and (hal fh«plnnm«!il4w|H'clwil dciisi liwahon nf Ifiirssniasnrnuml Ihi*ventral hRT atafirai 

liar OCftLtrfrd 

Cl i.nr. SrnonspaUL’ At lunu 

Gccd Morning . tbgnh yew Tor your e ; nuil and comnents thatw* be n*duded k Iht? study 
tor can&idaiahsn and as part ol the public nacora You carla*n,y trace louohed on soma of 
he hay issues raised dUnng tha ewaluahor of he lRT oorndor opl or s and the impact fo 
tie Greenbelt for CdridcrE #5and #13 fXirngfha e^aluatioh of the optior s. the study has 
also supported pood bus rapid transit esnn actions to the LRT stations end transit cnonted 
develcpfneni as yru nflificl Wa look fijwerd toytim oominued fsutioption m this stucV 

Si’oc? i.W7, riin Rrrnnepnr.” fflmm ftas w-fkivi cor/misMyorgnrfy-^^^ find ihriVvidi jit’s 

to 

pL™ae? aad enhante natural orsat in zbe /-iop-jna: Capita! area, indiniing p-jttiic a nef ivivaw 

Regards. 

Ahgelfi 

rj.TTM 

ipooc-j. rvetionds c-Atf vwrerw'O’/s. We b^is^e ■! id v.-Imo greehnsss rs sen no 1 for 7 
caTuri-mif/s 

Anglia Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Projet-I Enslneer J ^erliofinsSre prindpatp dajwoifldt 

1 ran^iortaliori Planning | afanificatimi dot Irar.iport; 

Tran-^Mirtatlcri SfirulEat tVpartnwfM' | S*nitfj» dpi tran^Mirts 

Cily pf Ottawa 1 Villn d'QSfawa 

S flnprla.lteyorfi oLtawaca 

guaiitj- o/*fi» cnntri&ul fup to ourpersorwt kx.>:i[ dtwxi/ni:; r ikuraiamtsar».iiai rtwiff dp.'fijj|. 
tc ai'so 

cof.n&t cs o( -Mcfr Eh« Aoiurdi and tuicurt# fiitoryiijl our rep on 

Tliis c-mEiil oiiguL'iTtca from the Qtj - of Ottawa o-rnail E] : ittati. .Ariy ili'jtributicdL, u&; or cepciug 
of due e-mail or due iideniiation Lt cokTaine by other than Ihe iatemted cedpieuti'a) is 

HJisudioibecl Thank you 

9 tfilJl MD jfil4-tT531Ci 

La preaenc counid a util coqaJdie par la ayd^nr-e de comnela de la Villa iEOftawa Traiie 
dihtriE.inl.ion, uciluBlicm oil rr^msjuennn do eoimii,’ on din raifcfL’ijwimionis qui a'y (rouvvitt fW 

inn; '[SerSCnnli '.mill' qiw son ilL^lJim'hiiiL'-]inclv n i:^l irilnvhk- .lu vrtusl Trsnunnc «!$■ viipv 

FYoim 

F>rtn ThMTjJpy, June 72, 30179 W FM 

Te:T*>kr. Aig*l? 

Ce: Wklnton M*n*nn*. q*ki, smd 

Subject: Ik: lRT attention to Kiaata 

oeUabcf anon. 

An pea Taylor 

Senior Project Engineer, rransoe nation Planning 


Tfjnnkj'Ou for Ik-ufiportiuii ty to onfiiniasil cu Hid looaliom lTHi* IlUiIk fin ilw jirc^icuuiL 

SKcetiaiaji of Hie LBT to Kunatfl. We would like to ro^iater oui strong aipjion for tha currandy 
[lret'ncrtd ti}Hiun T Dptnniff*. We hi'ln'vc ihnl Hu.' iwgaihi u- rnijmel dTtk' IJCT natBnjaK'in on 
gtee.t*pa^ cm&Htlo ^SChnaetnwuditi fiiwtHYisorridur. 1m otu view, Iwlli optwni srS und # P 
ptCWOJLT aittfiiikfliid y lugki rieka .id nip dug oicisting gycanapaM and on tltat be3ds alone 

ehoitld CH.it k liailitiL ixvn-^timKl 


Wo tietiovu tk)t jVtmdir^ mtekrim hi lha l,RT fordritpJoyiBeiU nialra in Siidh k'ninti* nr>:| 
jiLif iiLhilica ■iiTTOOcrilrnliiTTis in kndh KuuilIii -.iral 1 nycuml shinil J rd In be Cuken min laciidinil ia» 

LOgrada the location Ok LET main lid lc uito Kanara Rattier, these fetors slioi^d be considered 
in tha connect a filler study of the cptinial oodiilgijratiocL of public- transit wfdan 

KanflfH-'?>Ertt?viltc on due assumption thatficmEm Lbie has heefi dxtended to fhe -jentral area of 
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Rnmi TiM-.j.. 

Toi 

[1-: If: ba±Ktlj|t«nl tonnk in: (Jhtlij* to-Vs-*! 

Hilled; IrtP*', i rr E5, JX-'i *■ U.‘S-' 

11 i-r m li ' i: l 11 1, 

Fram 

Tm 

Cjt: : myr -:, -wit 

^ ibjpcli n L ■ ■ Bida L a 1 -ro^rs 

Drdr: Tluxbay, Lie ??, Xil? ^^:3H AM 

Good Morning: , thank you for your email and caTinents Chat wfl be included i Ihe stLEfy 
■or considers ter azid as part of tne public recca. iVe wit exclude your personal 
infomat mlo ensure your pricey and look forward to your Continued pa^icip atior in this 
study. We have heart! many cor cems cn the impact r/a proposed LRT comic or on the 

Trans Canada Trail and hawe taken note of this. We will a so add you to our gene's! 
distribution list 

Hello thai k you ter your orrail and comnnent& lhat wil be included in tho study for 
cwnctentlop end tit ptn of the put; c record We will exclude your pertonel jflftjmBllon to 
ensure your privacy tnd k<*( forwird to your continued partKipaiic«i m thit thady You ire 
correct in lhat the LftT Comdorffd- running north of Hi^fiway AI / re the most cost ettecrive 
out of the 1J condor cfpiions. 

Regards 

Regards, 

Angela 

Ansels 

Angela 1 aylor, h'.trg. 

Angela 1 ayl-zir, “ brig. 

Senior Project Engineer 11 GciSMHnnairr' principal e dejrfajcEt 

Transmit alien PlanniriB | PUnificaVnai dat transports 

Tran aicirtatien Services department 1 Service dev transport t 

City at Ottawa l Villa: d'Oaawa 

EJ ai^e!a.:ay <ir£<'ar:a«a.?.a 

9 SflO-i'V* i : TJt(] 

Senior Project Erijjirtoer j Geslionytan: prints pule tie project 

TrarupDctarttcn Pbfinmj’ | PlanH icticr, scsiransparts 

Transport all On Services bbcsnrr-bn! | Serrite £££ transports 

City nf Ottawa IVlBe d'OI-iwj 
_s angsla lay c - nicttawajcd 

3 |6I3J5K1 7A7A X tS21D 

Firorm 

Sent ThuntaT, Jure 22, 2017 Mt34 UK 

Tot Tajrfb^ Angela 

Subject: Gontiicf- List and Con-mend: cn Light Rai Id Kanata 

sent: wdtmdnrr Jta* n, 20 1.7 2: i3 pm 
to I Taylor, Angela 

Subject KflPit* LPT csnifcr! 

HellO MS,Tayk)l 

HftloAnna* 

H»it' rend -aith honor Kawoltta Dpdon cp. led Ewrkibr 13. There would be hi^ge iniinct on riery 
hwnemvnsti ir tr.al optlsn w«e lo be (3io»n ss wei as s-st flesnt Unpas an r:.r«n Bek belle Lets 

My "“Tit s n-Kl 1 am a mideni. cl ahdlewood n Ks-htf-j. 1 read! :.ta ether day ab-art. lie dil fere-it 

Dpi On If g U Id wiling ta KaiuU ■wkc.-l1 a n very excited abcJf- IwOdd lews tube kepi 

Tfcr.-tsd elf Jure open naus=.My tame t™ s 

pretend we Vennteil made of money and chonse the meet ePkierl nude -conittoi 6. 

It there is a mating 1st, Anas* add me lo t 

Regards, 

As lor SOrra lT U le uliLkjris Hid. wei e riwiHfe ltd in the drtic e 1 wihed LO iHixess iriy cancel i 
regard ihf, jLiILl V: L lieu Id Iran bed |/ic* cd L uh i ■*? "rii-ia Canada Lrailj rUnltng through Bet! evjucd 
?u- t le fill'd, .an jiiUhsU id V ie dpvea cl using the trails bed as ait Uptirt iL't bst ig etc. 
see ip as hew 1 >r -draslniOtu'e exists. Hcwsrer, arid u ty dF my neighbours, use that trail :ni 

daily basis - especially schert ch- d r -m, : -s acrua V cam n( i w viahtAinoii parh 1 used h m 
ca uilatiL a lot Lite walk mnee for cie achoo bear ds. 11 ie tra t were to use lib area many senoc 
children will xo longse- be able m walk to schob -this adding wore busses inaa roe system rhiglvy 

e iLUJ dKt II Id city Lo Ediili uate LlcMVtlU l ltt> n the table. 

Thie r-JuaiJ odguKitoF frem the- Ctbf of Ottawa r-juail syitran. Any distdlwition,, uw or oopjing 
of due c-inn il ot thst informatkin d conliune by othic-T Hum Ihp i jLftthlctl raapiuntfej ie 
wiiKrudiv/iied. Thunk wu- 

Le prwerrt conniel a et£ expedio par Ic syntenie do coianeli de la VdJe (fOfOiA-E Toute 
dietritrotion. udJiiation on rcpfoduction do courrie; on dee israeijinatiejirtE qtii c'y taouvent par 
ime pefOSfknfi bitLte plK *nn itstbnSlSiu e ]irivu fist iorHsltt? Jc voeis tentetde Je Vulie 

CQUaborHdojL 

do vp the Idea of wringing the train or a i .■* jress sus coenedici to Kanata North - ‘ can see how 
the route coiiad t* iwauiiy used in own direction h eoti room ns and even ns. .cci reeden;s 
going Into ihe city ro work aid pecale from area nil Tie cly going.™ rhe rr area. 





Frami Tjripv Hnadp 

Tm 

Qs: F^rf'ibUelK, 

K- bdh -inri Lp.T 

Ddtt 11 UiAss, li K a?. JO-.TS EP.IS iM 

Frem; T&*k<r ft-ytin 

To i 

Ot: HJ- 

£iIiJk 1: ftE: :* Lih '■'iVtJ L-d - iHT.rn 

Daliii TluvJa?, li-r ZL mi 

^dlo Hr. thank you fcr your email gnd tcrr menls that yrill be inefodted in Ihe iducty for 
cai sioera t ai and as part ol the public raoorol tkro wil exclude your person el information 

Hello Ms thank you Tor your email and comments lhal will be included in Ihe study for 
consideration end as pul o1 the pub s reoord. Wa will exclude your personal mtormelion lo 
ensure your pnvaoy You have certainty louche! on some issues lhal the sludy team will be 
reviewing as we move forward with ftie study. On the noth side of Highway A17 Lhew is 

Regards. 

Angela 

ad daily spar* lo (it LRT tracks end Siations as ihe City-ias been prelecting for a bus rapid 
transit along! this c«iidor since the lar« iSflOs Furtheimore. Ihe kvinsJ iiltastrudure 

Angela Taylor.. P.Eng. 

Ttaui ^Kirtnlier. Planning j Hanificatiwi dps IranEpDrls 

11anvpurtaciar. Services •jopartnvent | Servicedes Iransporls 

Cilyef Ottawa i VHIc CDnawo 

rjngr'l.t.l.rv'lt'r^cil IjUm.lcj 

needed lo support LRTal Terry Fox and EagJeson stations and park and rides already exist 
and this will pro-' dr good bus oonnaolions as well &s reduce the cost to build fhese 
staliens 

Cn the south side of Highwey 417. there isn't enough space for LRT Stations and 
supporting du s connections and pnvale property will need to be pusrehased. On ce Ihe 
preferred corrider is confirmed, we will deve'ep tid LRT ali^nmenl and sfption designs and 
have a beHc understanding of the impacts on the enLironment isuch as propertyi End a 

3 ILl3iM0-2£24xlS210 

review of mitigation straiegles wil be carried out. 1 hope you continue to Tallow Ihe progress 
of ihe Huey end ccnve out TO me next Op an house anholpated In la|e 3017 

—Original Mestsage— 

From’ 

Sent: Tuesday. JTmeiD. 2D1T 10:13 AW1 

To: Taytor. Angela 

Subjeol Bells comers LRT 

Regards 

Algeii 

Ar^pda Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project EnjjinaBr | fics.1ic«r.njin£ prir.ci palo dc prujed 

1 rampnrtafcpn Ptauung | rtanitaafipn dei IrnnspartE 

GKtidSY, 

Transpottalicn Sentaes Departmani | Sorvfm cnatrw:pisrti 

TAy of Ottawa 1 Villa dThUawa 

jusl sesy the plan for lha LRT lo go Ihrougi bells earners. 

think this is a fantastic idea as there a-e many man y people wfw use public transit in Bells 

Co-ners 

doifli.e hopt lhal a new din palh would ba created along mis route in Ihe green belt as 
many people use Ihe exiting pelb but I'm aura thare is a safe waylopm in ancth ar opi cn 
for the ba t sy5lim Ihere 

nn=;rln r;/.- ■-rjtJrtt^Ln.cn 

U !f,;R} .nftf] 74?Ax l5?TB 

— Original Massage - 

From: 

Sent Tuesday. Jurta 2£>, ZU17 3 21 AM 

To Taylor. Aigein 

Sant frem nrry iPhone 

Go: Hublay Allan 

ThU fmait cuginales Im ihe Crty of Ottawa e-mail iystan- , ; Vnj- disbibobon, iwe or copymg 
of this e-ntah « die infcnuolmL it contaiiu by odter dian die unbench=tf re>apiejil(s) is 

LitiarrUuDrszed. Tliaik you. 

Subject: Rail Line Was! End exiension 

■3o od mamins 

Untortunalely my tasband and 1 were oul of 1o<vn and. unafa'a lo allend the light rail 

].r -prestLiir cmmiel ndrtl rrx|M?dic‘: pink xysrciitu do vniimeh do Is Villeift'jtlaw*. Totilo 

liuttiboliun, ulifottlln.Tn imI Ttprirtilii^ion du mumiel i'il dts ■rensieiirneniLiils ipsi s'y Iruiiveiii [iilt 

lane pciaouDO snnr qfnc aou df JtiuataLro pro™ cat interfile, fc vcib remerdo do votre 
crtlxibcfirtiofi. 

meeting. 

1 have read through the edict in the Kburier and would like lo voice my cpinion. 

We live becking onto the 417 adder Ed desor behind Ihe water cp^rfltw. 

The most dlrecl tome staled in the paper running along Ihe north aide oflhe 417 Is net tne 
best route a a es'csd by Mr, Hubtey. 

It may be Ihe easiest for Those that don’t live here. 
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Thee* are a nurntwr of house? on this $ de of the 417 that would be affecled. 

oiler Our house wtie+e Ihe tend nafrtws there arc rttks IhBlwOuM hnvfr to be blown 
cut. certainty at a cost to foundatior s. 

We had the same protrism *hen Hie City was cons daring an e^tra hus lane. 

All Ihis planning has left this area ignored, fha antra nee to the water o. t ll&* has haan led 
muddy a id the land unkempt. 

Thins ortho added frustration To - residents, the added pdrdiion 0*1 a daly basis ard the 
drop in housing pr|e« 

The most direct route lo me is on Ihe south side of the It 7 between Eagleson to Palladium 
'.vhioh is on Ihe south aide 

The-e are only businesses locontend wdh on lhat side andoertwty onrush space 
Thank-you fc« you« time 


Sent tram my iPhone 

Tins a-niaii t-itguialaj from IheOty of Qtlawn <a-maiJ system. Any JiahilniUcnL tme ,tr copying 
of tlujf e-nraLl or tire infcrmStowL it oontaLia by other "tian llte intended WapienKp) is 
Lilian Ltuvruted.' Drank yutL 


J .t-paei+L'n.l Li.iim-iL'1 il ere lm: gMt : uli■:: pm It; xy-ilLTnl; deoenmids d 
Jis h-.bnl-.im, uhti^iLh.m , ;i refinthtiiidii-vn du li.ii irnel iili Jkxti 


i In Villa d'Ottawa. 'Ton re 

f tgiu s'y l-miLvcn L fiiii 


ic jtd-Jiotuac smne- quo acn dwrinartairc prevu cat interfile. Ic voib remonde dc voUv 
ecilabcfatiofi. 




Sent: Wednesday.Jir 2X21117 £:55 AM 
TAs-CMri, Shqd 4 • 

Subject: LHT 

Good Morning Shad. 

J'im UnpiiySiBninBff!!*** 

Second, regasHbrig! the LET, ruy husband and i agree that the most direct route running just 
north of the 41? to- Palladium (Corridor 8) in Uiebtst route. We DO NOT want due Tram: 
Canada Trail to be uaed ait all. Do you Wjw Ilow many people use diet section or any nectiou 
of Until everyday for biking, runiung, walking, skiing etc.? Lett!! Wc use Lt as much as m e can 
mid Iwlitvt me I itin Jwin-K rniwjad III die innmirit. I L uonliiiiupuij ninny jieuple and wliijIlI l:t 
a usd pllSnte In hxw il. If my liunie mis tucking alurjt. Ihe frail, I miikt Iw very upset i f Ink in 
Cba raile that Lt chosen, 'lire property vaiua would be greatly mipaded and not in a good way. 

Otic more rim Li Do you know whore I could get a Gattadin I *D dag and wiiat :s dm ctof* We 
have at; annual iknilla on our Lake every Canada Day where we decorate out boats, canoes etc. 
Afterwards, one of the cottage® o-i borne owner beet a got together where wc b! 1 celebrate ■'the 
Day 1 ’. Those who don't partieipar? in the bo Hid anc down on their docks waving their flogs 
iinii baking pcclurBi IftamiLdng't! 

I bin i h ill I for row. Have u gtetri dny?! 


P.S - StiL against the safe injection Bates I 


This e-mail originafea from the City of Onawa e-mail ayateni Any dintribuiiofl, nao -or copying 
o l‘ Ihia a-mai I or the ntllTtnan i-ti H emil mnn Iw u-h«r rinni Itat intend »J Tvapitmi^) ia 


Frwn; Tjjhfc;* Jcpda 

rcpi 

Gt: p i 

Aihjwl: -l liamnwnjn-Mdtni^ n 

Ddiii! '^rrwJbfi XJrz SKT J 5 FM 


Thanhs . We will add Ihis comnwni teour retards. 
Angela 


Prortni Turner, Carrie 

S#nH TiirsdnY, liif» TO, TO LT I f :70 AM 
To; Taylor. Angda 

Cc: Tumor, Kamo: Wikinsan. Marunoe 
SuLjucL: h'f'J 'Ljit.jl: from rrumAnnevjilk lEcn.Dam 

I Wified, 






Scnti “riduT. June 09, 3017 ll:27PM 
Name! 


Adilrv;^: 

Rionc: 

Kniii il; 

Camment: D. ktsmisiihs. 

I raid on rhur.uwj iiIkhii ynur nfailliy rihmil lh« choiw (ifKimnlsi h^hlmjl ^wodcira As the 
CciimciLlcir of Kenan N-rrih. rdwipecf yenj to pnt your ti.il I weialn behind ihe red totiC? C5) 
although ll is a bii Jorge* and costs higher. VrTilc the diedee of S itiny make souse in teems of 
its low cost j use porting tie? rail io Cailnini will have abriiHr no value t'i riajivity of the 
Kareiita LeaLtkr.ts. Route E j wouldn't serve much To Kanata iouth rctJdcfite. eiriser Ou tiio 
oflner hruid. route f could Ihvc big iiufriicatioia on March Rd. rush hour traffic considering 
tlmi ihe ear pile-up! un4l " osl-kwmd ea.it esl«ni(L( iq-' to Sotanil IJr. aiul llie imui row hod* 
the busiest traffic in die city, especial in 1 in the afternoon msh hours. Iu morning msh heura. rite 
traffic j am s abnoBt rigid after ootiiig. 3 W u ] 7 to March Kd. and turns it into a parking lor up 
to Tcny Fen Dr A rebatrie public ttanrportadfia] nsib certainly heap a lot of Aiven rvet'sluatc 
their preference of oomumte to work under the present conditionr. Fleaw reconjidcr jour 
slnnce Lm lliis Tanltir and sitiqioH. nuilK .1liie coni dcr ofL-|l^^oe hi !ei ihe I JtT serve fiT 
vr liaL il is itvbsiidtii In. 

Dust Regards 
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Rnmi Tr»lu,Argi)& 

To. Tu. r Tjp.pt 

&: 1 -tr^rTt.. hflvn 

Bitted; q.-1 t ("in ; 

Drtrc texiwxfat, kj-c J1, JO-.T ? IIIH; rM 

'L’wryfbx tlhen ovm to J lunUnai paid Cad Tire Center ioutli to t'embank lit LagJaHHi ami down 

Eaglreon back to March road. 

1li:Ltloo|i mm! :L in esa. 1 ! inrun men tint l ilt Obi lei iliilL H;ip.le«oii 

Thanks <anie. Wa wtfl add this command to our records 

L drijik HuniLu Loops altoulJ be j-diuiurd for Nv.Ui soulb jci the city an well. Grvwnbuiik to 

1-allow field or Tmthw nurlli and hock tkwvn on Woixltixj iT'a 

Angela 

SiinLltf in downtown. Ami Oiieiin*. 

From; TWrier., Krnie 

Sertt: Morldasv Ju« 19 r 2ni71H19AM 

TotTsTlffl'.- Aigela 

Ce: Wittlnw", Mjfttn* 

Subject; fw: input -oc LFT from nr F*mrrrem 

1 f iti ly hud TiitVmio nnmey J 

My podiu \i tlntt wo should plma for fiiluro additions cattuT tlia.it mating. weird dcSours now. 

HI Angela* 

This e-mail originate from the City of Ottawa e-mail rjatem. .Any di-writ™ ticsi, use or copying 
ol'rlnH e-mail (Tt Ebe m font in 1 inn il cv.'inm by i.liier 1 Iiltii ttlO Intended TCCipigntfii) 16 
im:'.?r hcn/ixl 'Lbimk you 

sCairte 

K23222 

U? present enurriei a atd c.'L]KHJnt par It! ayrtCtme de coranala du Ea Ville sTOttawa. Touts 
dirtiibtrtitin, utilisation on laraodtKtioii chi ovinia! cm dcs ixiwia^iicnieiitt; qui n'y buuvuit p«t 

Hue pel BolUle ULLiV qlte WH dealnci'jure JlfilVU eKLihtadife Ja VOIIS iWiwiov ie Voile 
eolliiiiLXiurion. 

From: Knrnrrr IJarth 

Sant: rkiiiduh', June 19. JOlf 11:IK AM 

To: Wiltkifins, Manorrt 

Q31 Turrw, Kprno 

SubjEErti Input an LBTfnqnn Lpn ferryman 


sLnb'lkindbY, June lS r 30172:00 PM 

Tor Ktnate Worth 

Subject: Re: Kannta ffcrth Hetvt June 2017 


Hi Maniirmt!. 


Thanks for the newslettert 


Ab you cart are 1 a liUlc late in rcplymc 


Jurt iny50.02 an LRT plans. 


Qttnwa Lt a East-West City, bat Kanm is Nath-south* I thank frmii a loijg Smn perspective 


rhe Sonic along Qn»iswfi.y make moat aeiwcln Axmed In the Hast-West mime of Ottawa 


However 1 Uiul we alioitld further put m time aihl Ilm'iVn^. nhomaNonb souili liana 


tn Xanalta's future. 


If we lisad'inliiiilir uiuiiirj. 1 Mould vii^nt SMNe titui of KajukiftlilltfulU! loop March Rd ki 





Frami TbJn> Bnodfl 

T4?; 

Qsj M 1. : l'+4 

Jiihjw i: F£: Lf T r*vk* [ Hriscr 

Dcttr VteJ otlii'. Jj c 21, 20l7 2 Q?M ?M 

find. Nevertheless 1 support Corridor S but it should be extended Further 
into Stittsv'.'lle even though ihe Canadian Tire Center is located in 

Strtxvillle not Kanata 

By die way what does the ahbrevlart on" BRT" star’d tw? 1 looked thru 

f-elltj Hr. thsitk you \<j your emgil and supMrt Tor this LRT pfsjjcdl Ywir soshive words 
os tncou lag emeal was a ae apprec ated y our conmei K will be included in tho sjudyfer 
cansiaeratcn and as pari cf Hi a public raco-d aaduding your personal trrfcfmraticr. 1 tope 
you ccntinuB to folltw (ho progress of Its study and to abend Ihe open house planned 
sometime in. DocerttMf 2017. 

ihe oresenfefiorr to hnd what 3R"" stooc for but 1 must have missed it. J 
can guess btil 1 do not think 1 should have to since 1 am not a transit 
export In Euture presentations you should nave one page Tor all the 
ebt> r eviations used m the presentation. 

Aegarda. 

Angola 

I enjoyed the presentation;, very inFOima'jve 

Angela Taylor, 3.Erye- 

Senior PrsieM Engineer't Cie?i«annaire prVntJpaie de^weiect 

Trim^MirtaiHin •banning ] Wanffiefttian das trunspena 

TiMiVtirLdtitin Servicer Departmem | Service des Iraniiierla 
city nf pttaiwa- r vill* d'nft^ws 

%L aneeia.lJr,. fesr^ottaWuca 

9 inj) 15210 

This o-:iLdiJ oiiguLflto frofli tluc- City of Ortawa r-iuail iystatr. Any distnbutkttL, use or ccvpiing 
■pf Litis e-mail or die infonfi-atioit it coMaitu: by otberthaii hie iniBtwfed tedpieutb) i s 
ansmthonzodl. Thank you 

[je present ixiuniel a de cjk |iOdae |iar 1 e ay slime. 4e conmeLa die hi Vilfe JTR(awa T pule 
dinrjbi'ition. uciliaalton ou ivjw.x3iicrion da couniei on doe icnaoiandiicins qui sfy trouveat pen 
line pemuniK mil.™ qiw «m itueiiiminiTi- ]in}v ii uhI ml antife ,1c vmm nmn itur vnijs 
odlabcr adorn, 

f ram: yadn Shad 

Santa Sundiy, June 3fl r 2flH71i:2i AM 

Tot 

Qn Taylor, Angela 

Subject; Re: LRT Kanata Eitenncni 


Holip chunk you tiif Vl'.ilt omai 1 arid ypnr ixirtiniLtits cm Ihe L.RT a%-a1 


Ri.:h?pti why |[ht>.- »p no mcsiham ot'ShUtryille is t-nuniyc Itw LRT rciAc option S, tn.ivvlH cm die 

Hiirlh stjiiL’ Mr AIT snll m KimMln Mini il only (songs lo r'oiM'khiui '|tiv l f^mhvill fiNdsviRa wl 

RaHadium Drive. Tltar is if Route S ls die preferred d spice T will and liarve bean pruhm^ si at 

Lcejr ba^'c ir (rird ip Majile Gtcot Etaad where it ahpuld oamaecr to Roiwn Grant Avc. 


BRT Refers to Bus Rapid Trorvot. in the pirEcrrtaTi-Pii lmtraiiy Robert Grant Avo. will be 

peefltfltPted AS LI FiRT mutt: I'Phl thiLT. Jxvisi N.L' etvrtVCrtiMtfe I.ftT 


Sirtccrclv 

Shad 


Sent from my iPad 


On Jun I £. 2017. a t g ; |.-i rbL CiHiu Bartcw --icmiadbadosTirrogf jw.«uii> wrote: 


□eat MsTayKn 


l live in StitteYllls which is not mentioned in the pfesentation, that i could 
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Rnmi TiH-.j.. Arcrtv 

Tci Fil4avJ-„ 

tr,-. Kn-JTI 1 ft" 

Jr* Ml, JOL> 

rt*- 

Fram T^tor.&gda 

Tut 

Cjr: T3W . 

^ibjpcli i-l ■ .fir wfjtfflfflrw'. 

QnSr: 'teira^, Lie ft, XL? \2:0 1£ PV» 

Hello Ms. , Hank you lor your email and supped farlhts LfiT prefect. Your comments will do 
induce-d In the mvdy (or ecntideratlon and « ssn of tie puWic record. ejftkdng yout 
per*5iU intamsliCfi As (Of yov question on house prices. Ihis depends On where the LhT 
line and stations are located relative lotha property' although 1 understand lhat property 
values generally increase in va hi a ri they are dose to an LRT siat-oi. Shis can ba Letter 
assessed oice the preferred LRT corridor and station ocatiorK have &tcn confirmee 

Hello Mr., thank you far your email and support for Ihis LRT prefect. Your comrv«nt&will be 
included In the study Tor cwsidertllon eid t.% pt.1 or the puUic word, excluding your 
pe "for al inftrmabon. if ccafutor (f615 cwfirmed os Ih e preferred eotrdcr. a. ipedestis n and 
cycling oruerpase ever l-ft^iway 41 jf will se recommendad to provide convenient access 1o 
the LRT station on,the north sida cf trie highway. Iha overpass will be cowered andlolha 
samff standa'd as otnw OTy oinefoasscs such as at Blair Station. Pace D'Orleans Station 

Regards, 

Angah 

and Ihe Wax keeping overpass connectirg to the Train Slation 

Regards 

Ansjaia 

flneiia Taylor ? Er*. 

SfitliCrf ftajed Eusinaer | GeiliWiniirh' prUdpUJe de (Hd-crt 

Tran apart a (Km Planning 1 Plan! 11talian das Iranspoils 

Tran5ii#|rta(ljin ‘tarvkev department I 5*™le* del tranqwirlK 

City ttf Ottawa > Wile d'onewa 

H d'lgeia,! *Yor£f ottawaca 

AiMteld TdylUf-. P,Er:u 

SpnJnr I'n-^n Frifin^tv | (iprlintoulre prlnrJ palp rip pmjpfl 

TreivsptMteDori Planning | PMunllkation das Iransporti 

Tr^rwpaniUtwn 5#rwms rtrpwrittvni | service truruppru 

tfty of (Mtgwa 1 Vibe d'Oflawa 

_J dllEhli Lay t ■ iictUftvarOd 

M rta^Sft&ia24xl&ttO 

* ifrt't:- HHU i4jan-i&?TD 

Frami 

Sent Sunday June 19 r 2H7 3:00 PM 

TncTaiffcr. Angela 

Subjcat: Kanata LRT 

^■ntiVuesdnif, June K. 2017 lfl:12 PH 

Tni Taylor. Angda 

Cei &dn, £n«l 

StibJWCP UtTwwt corrtdeirs CtiennwfitB 

wse al It* meeting m Kjjnsta r« the extension oMhe L R~ i u...r y beseme lh*t toe bast plan ter the vdnete 
sMCjiusIj is toluvelha LSI 1 b* ton inn run along lha UuMninwy. K nlho rvraU rtrut recta. h ty LhaiLB 
the rauto cnostn is the one that passes by&cls Corners and comas souSi ntong the Trars Canada Tra 
h do** that eirvrt Hems prltw whkh et ei«* is Put route The pwwngei ben w« till lunrteg 
vihon Wfl moved intp gyr Ikhk* end that was ine But 1 e.m thlrtrlng ahead m when we would wert to 

H 

n -PE-nonse io my Ccih»rllkir, Clatlr^ --ofl, ir>rt, i ;i m n "n v in 1 j my rn-nmoncs on rhr npconintanded 

Corntterfer ttnrLfT rojlt vs L mam MJiei west tc seiue K^ utd d'Kf otmo westBrncnmnunttss, 

TTrizi e-tiiLiit enifiuiulH iTmti the fily af Ottawa t-mail system. Any djattilualian, use at ctipyinfr 

Liflhid e-mail nr die mlwmirfemi il l cm Linns by adier than the intended red]rien1(x; is 
uuairihor-zcd. TlHnk 500. 

The je n 1 u -hderstapd Councillor Qadkt's des re to nave ihe Lfi T reach Sfcltw a. 1 do net see that as a 
f nanswly v nr r r.n-r-nnon in thr 1iamHablrfu;.i v. Asa r r r . rk- n of ■‘rvttsuillr-. 1 hxry w ont .mr - 
■ird dr nm wls-n ro r-vy fa r this o*tm r o.ro 

La^tesctrt wttmcl pur U nysrem e <3±> <*>uuwl# chs it Vi.Jit<TOtii9wa. Tom* 

diatabitfcr-.it, □ItlLianu-iri *11 reprodueliM chi coufftet on eks f»itfa$iKtnQffli fjw a'r tfODV«lt pat 
uia peracuuw aiuLre i|rta ami destnubnia piwu eat inlenldta. la- vane nanardeda vntra 
ccJMi oration. 

-Vaw:n thc ocrrsdn r ithai iTT canutiere-d *nd reccnme-nclrd. 

C'f thr chn oes prrspn-ed 1 mtiS agree with staffs TicorTTfpndocIrajr^lltH. Whikit isoertn nly nor 
i;ed0C7 1 ornrn'sto be-tYrro tPtJattldrs ^os: h»n n-rpm rnrhrr than yctliTw nr rrvf 

4i-nler;Ta.K);tlNr oonoerns tw been r ai&erS abo-rt hau-ngTi#- mute on tbenortti side- oi 1 i^hwav 41' 
when no iagleiani ^at t and R dr sen the 1 sorf.li side Wh e this Is rue 1 1 alsotrur Lts»l -. : 'ie 

Saaiaon a df 14'KlRifc s ai cauvdty rww In d one- # ttn aiRT place susnett you d ter 

Ccrrkfarfltn show bath a pedestrian brdppe joDue'eti, wrtn Tc-lanied rampj across the fit tone 




south sidp Perk and Eidr* and a new no t n s do "arc end n do no-ar thr ftatkin jus ore of Fag pvm 1 
the current v under used farm la>T0, 

Ff«n; Tjjhtif a.- ij-H j 

Ten 

do -ICH see any pelSiu^ve leai=.Uis l« lave UieYi'et; _R 7 I-Htaude- dll if) LtiesoiAh ci Iic-.h at heat 

0-710 isp fwrnnmrnrjil inwinrt. n id favrurii-e lint ghnn.i'hfitMl atrr an at he - 

Gti =1^,1 .-.=^jw 

^ilijKl: RE Lcnnwili: .R~ -jrjrtaL dner - • *dt^ P.«n_«d arIn* T=id 

□dill! TutittY, Lie 20.2M7 1252351PM 

' na ik yoj (or reoetong o*y camoients, 

Hello Ms Lha :ik you For you - comments We will add Ihis to ihc public 

record for car sajerabcfi , 

Smcerey, 

Regards 

Angeia 

Thia d-niai.1- «Aj(biuiiaj froni lie t'lwcsf'OrtSLwa «!-uuiil eyeteifa. Anydietrjlwlicqi, use or ocipybu 
of this st-niiiil of die rilixmaHiHi'n ilwnitnuiu Isj i-fior Turn llvtt intapded Teajnimftu.) in 
tuniujlJioPFed Ttmnk you 

Frami 

Sent; iB-bj-das. Jure 17.. 2017 11:06 At-l 

T-p; TeySar. Anoela 

-Subject: Pjt: Cairments: UtT Samta Eztenscn - nsedback Requested by >ine 22rd 

J.e-pnesenL LPitmel uete e.xjno.ba guile s/atmie i.br-ouiLmek ■.Lt 1 hi • Tlieii<?!lawi. JUt 
distabufcruL TitiEsatioa ou rcpicviuotiojL dn couiriol on d cb icnn cituarru «tts qni a 'j trcnivcsS f&r 
ane pejsonue autre quo senni cetiLataLv; prcsn evt uLtordilc. k vous tcmcrcie do voire 
ediaWabon, 

Thant you for your taller*' up [ have one mote comment. If victor die north «south ioli.il- is 
tieiiig fr^oEidcroi, ono must urdcratano how- loot :t takes to trsutsTicrse b\- bus across 

Kan-Hki'SbllvVito. J tunirni ide ilcrWntoWn every lLiv Iil. 1 1 rarity faLe my -niiijiliiiiiivhoctd bus. 

The renwtn ilw this ls lieonnse litkinji die bus sill 1 lie way downEown Irani henre fcifcot a very 
ic-tEti time, iustaai aiy tnisbaiid drops mo off and picks me up ar the Estlcson park and ride an 
it :s oil tto way to bi& woFk. Dy doing taii it iwea me hal: an hour eadL way. Titis utakrs my 
^cumnnrt? a Litd? more bearable 


On Ian ] 6. 2&I 7. ait 1 l.TW AM. Tavtw. AimeLa ^AjtsclaTevioriSottawa.ea> 

WTCtK 

Hello Ms. triatnli you Tor your sms II and comments that wilt be included In Ihe 
study Tor consideration and as part of the public record. We will exclude your 
personal information bo ensure your prvacy 1 have prcjvicScd a response-to 
you - commwrts as noted below. 

Regard*. 

Angela 

Artflidi Tavtw, P-Eflt. 

Senior Project Enflneer 1 GWiiHMtalre prliwipale de projecl 

TrAiteportalhartPUmnanr; | Plurlihiilioil deslidnsfjurti 

Trawportalien. Services Oefertment | Service ries wansporrs 

Oty at Ottawa t VIb» d'Oliawa 

HZ »■ igel 3 -Wi 1 k> a: l avt-a ov 
» ifil3j HSU -2424 Kib2ia 
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San t: Soturfaf, June lfl, 20 17 1:20 PM 
to: Ta'rlur Angela 

Co Qedri, Shad 

Subject: Commente: 1RT Kanata El tens cm - Feed neck Pequaz^d by Juna 23rd 

Corridor 5 - -HT/MM-ek/Terry Foo 

- itna ie a jinsil o|rfio<i lei pei:|>le wIioIivk ri ll a e.bL bur ivuik in K.:uubi 

A* 1 WWS POtvf (unifPIr : ** notable If aJleuiL the Open House, luitvever. 1 have 
eojfit- conuneniH below. 

I.JH1 in UeXL In usalasK fb| l|«siiJi^f|Hy gf |iei>|ie livijijf, i n Kimiifci-Klinsvil|e» 
aerv-jrg only the lar nortli-raat cohm of Kanatn IL also oomplotoly niiaaot the 

EuglEeon pflrl: and ride, i sg-w trial this LRT ccmdar ruwtirg nori^ along 

G^nrrri; 

wludiewT upturn abend. il miic‘ link to ihe fatsos [wk aid ndc 

EaflJWLm |iiU 1 and licit: it a lh.ijol lav-sfei jiniiiL ita.it only for |ku|'1k wlh> |Hli. 
rliou but liw ijuoijIu who ak it o.jijiitd off there •,% liiIiIi uUb. Eased «ii wliat 1 
huveriwurveri. lower rvlcre actaully park *Jmri nut dropped niriiy Hcnnonk.- 
Rromse i 1. in jiual olTdic <|iHHiriHW iiy, il is 1 1 lit pntfemrd Imnnlur point lor ir*nny 
people. 

A? thuE preiirmnary preferred plan s the LRT condor nerth of Hwy 417, this 
ooridcr ccunocls to all Ihe pair Hid ndss i'Eagleson Terry FoftJ along Hwy 
* 1 7 allhotHjli ii fi« itewli tin i n?«n uiss will tie i eiijnrntiiu In! 1?: ::o n ' hr- 
Eagleson pork and ride 

Mi.reh Road provides direcf service tc ksnata North residents but d«a net 
serw residents from Janata South Kanata South rasioenlawii ba served by 
tusaas oenn eotmg to LRT at Eagiasor This route does connect to Ihe 

Eagle son park und refc «a Ihe north side of Hwy 417 and a rierJestria^ 
overpass is proposed ir swteded htihe preferred sonidor 

Carrldw £ ■ Trobrf'anada Tnll 

-1 iwuirM love Loswe Itiia mtiui oboaen an itoixnae oloHHt UvSniUnilleiwlKTi' 1 
live), hewever. il e not likely central enough 

- 1 liavt. 1 HO t*«e ikilk ml rd irrnn^ (0 whur :im? Iieorcn l: the Tnnui Ciaiiklu Tmi 1 
' lilt: Limt 11 i'ilIi! lie ninny n --■.-lii 1 zf 1 was :il 1 xuxl ]x>ivtxL It iiike iL-t ftjimsiilJy 
scans to be used as a dog, pail:'; 

- why docs incti proposal end at Canadian Tiro Conti®? Tlic Ottawa Senators aro 
lh the ptmctp of moving down lawn and no rare hcticixp an arena will reman on 
die CTC land. Ev?n die outlet mall would be a tctxr tcrmuup' 

Th e City's 3d11 Tran 3 pod a dm M aste r Plan iTMPr Identifies Ihe l RT temUr? us 
al ia* Oan*aan Tire Centre. A1 the time the TMP was developed, Were was no 
plan for Che Senators to relocate and the CTC made sense as a terminus This 
planning and cnvironmerrel assessment study will review title best tasatian far 
the lrt terminus besed on odtrshlp tnd *rrord6tfi*y 

Corridor si 3- is ihe mm ■souihem eorriiior uimg ih e TrariscinjuJ* Trail and is 
wide enough to aoeornmwJeie both the lrt rid • miirt)-u*e pethweyit 
aelactad as th# prefeirsd eorndor. 1 won Id also agree Ehatlhis oomdor dlreolly 
serais tn# ttanata Soulri and Stittsville res.dens andcPes not serve the 

Kanata “Jorth residents. Kanato North res: denis will be senred by busses Chat 
will canned to trie LRT 

Regards, 

- wherever the tram «id&, dust need* to he a part and nde A park and nde is 
planned al Erie reccnTne-nded terminus or Ihe LRT. 

thb B-rtid crynalEi Item IN? C«y ar Olfawm n-Aiall sysinm. Aiy dsIrBUInn. me or mpytafl of ne 

4-™r nr IMe in&Tnnlkm * cOrtnfliljy iflher ltim Ihe hlerPed reelrttnti 1 ) Is unnflhnmed Ttiai*. 

CarrldarS - North SUa of Highway A 1 7 

Lt prenri cuumel e rtt ^.penje pet In rjatem« Ue inurr elf n« la VNle cfOttown. Ttmle dElubutnn. 
liilEalwi nu rburuUudivp tiu epimiel pj dvr ip'rreig ibmwti qul i f Imvvtrl pm im pwnirr* 

^pJQf-g. quft JSGr CiJt-l ' pr^vy t^tfd Ic -|>& ■^lil^Pdlb Jh vfllrft 

- El wnmlly KlinK In link to Eagleirai Nark umt Ride' 7 The hniniv Timniqp mirth 
of die 41T ikib.1 tIm> park nnd riJo in amdh of the 41 ~ W L iu|d rtiw be undeipcumd 
boum jlw riders to *rtaa under (lie 417" As wdl, rhe-ifi stamse between ibr 

EagLes-si Part: and Rido and ‘-north of the 41ia not i natgirifioanl dua to die 
many lanes of traffic, including 117 odf and otimHC Iflitoa. If this happens, a 

lJ nstmt hralcd uvE.Tpru« ftvr nr :ler| uum ) ihf -jWylextrEniE 1st aaltly lto-jbi l3ii- 4-17 inid 

dwse many lanes of traffic, ia ooooiaar\ r The prelinrmflry pefarred con-idor is on 
(he north side of Hwy417 and a pedestrian ovoma&a wdl be rMommsndad tc 

Mriri'Kl lo Ihe EsglesoO pHk hnd ride legated or- the «wlh side <Jf Che 
highway The pedeshimn overpasses will t« aonsiiUCted 1o Ihe same sCahdnfds 
as the existing onessucti as at Blair Station overpass and ire Tram statm 
overpass '(Which ara fijtfty cc^ewd. 

Thia iMnai] ongtnnti* from Lhs QtyofOtiwa iv-tuhlI eystan. Any disIntrativiL i»0 or orpyiiig 

0 >f tius e-iriHlui rlw Ulftijltrettoll il WJrtaLU* by idJritej lk=m Ihe i nfciwfe J 1 Bti}ii«iLly) i f 
iwumdtvrized. Thank you. 

Lc present ooumel a etc expddie parte ayefeir.e de o:n;mels fe la VdOs ifOttanra Tonte 
■Jistrihutiim. urilimalirtrj on wimuliktiun da uourrie^ UU des Ten3#igTiemeriti qui i'y Imuoait -ptof 
ujic pera.^iL'ie autro qnc son destuiataiie poivu eat iutendite Jc vonn icnioroio dovolm 
eoEaijoiad'.’jL 

- rather than tliat. it ia Ltoly the boat ootiofi to ddiver servicp to the ruaj odT\- of 

Kansm-Siattsvilk. This Is h e prellnrpoary preterred OOtrtdor ethdvgh wa are 
cur witty Mntjuciing delalled vrtrt: on rlderslvtp with wtridws 5. B snd 13 to 
ensure tine best cotndor Is se ected. 





ffumi T-arlp-^ Bnads 

T4?; 

c*' Mta 

Sulr^cl: F£: Liqht^ al ' inr n .-n 

DdWr Tlxi^.Jkiiii^aniTiZ^^PW 

Fram; Tsjhtf rj-H i 

repi 

/ rf 5afitW- 

Ailijpc 1 : -'F ’ v 1 Jvi LATMH# i iuq^r-»-rad i 

Dul'ci Tiprw.jr, 3 jI-= M. tc 21306FM 

AllaJiinait»: - E-dinl ■ 1 

NoHo M ■. thank you Ttr your email an d comments lhal wi| be »w;luded in Hie study for 
cm sidarabon and as par! d th a public raco'd. Wa wil exclude ycui pe serial in'ofn alien to 
ensire your prrvacy. If Com dor 1)6 is the preferred comdcr a padeslnan and cycling 
overoass w- l be necommendad to pncvice access to the LRT station on Hut north side oF 
i-ighway 41”. The nvorpass will be covered andiolho same standard ss other CHy 
cyrepariswsuch as ri nu Stolon, Place troieans Stailon.. antiihe Max Keeping 
cv#ns&ss cmmadiriff lo iha Train Rlaf! m 

Hello than k you for your email Fm •jrtter proied irformatiun, 1 have-aftachcd the hipi 
i*vbI summary oFihc cvaluaitoii c* Ihe 13 LR7 corridor options and trie rankings by Ihe 6 
tf»b dlterie Thu ewsfesllon IcrmeJMh# Dtsia orfi# evfllgatlor. prewnletl ctuf'jg tn# Open 

House The cspifei #fid operaiins costs s one cvi of ihe $ cnterle in me evaluation end .n 
order bo rank the 13 corridors agamsl each other th e informBlion was based an a high level 
qu a! relive rev ew of •-xmr*vg | A , ey longlh s. If of grade separations, end # of potential sletions 

Tor Mah corridor 

RegsidS. 

Angela 

Actual cost estimates are condj-ctad once ihe functional design has been comp eted Tie 
attached also inckides dale on 2031 pcpuletion and employment witlw MK) metres of each 

Angela Taylor, K-EnCr 

SHnior ProjaLt ti^inapr ^ UartHinnaira prmdp^ a do pro; act 

1 tan ^■irtxllflr. Planning 1 rrianlflraTirm dp; -transport-; 

Transportation S-arviEcs Utpirtnaont | i«rviced«t transports 

Cily Of Qttowi 1 V-ill-e d'Oitaun 

ai welailah > n € Ottawa« 
a n iJiiafo^-.-ijtisiids 

LRT comccr option This data is else being used as a proxy to ridteisfep alttwc ph th c srudy 
teem is currently work ng on Ihe ruler ship review or trie ?. options ws Wfi . nnd *17,) end will 
be presented et the next round of oat aultation a elmg unlh the preferred corridor P ease let 
me know f you require anything further 

Regard? 

Ari&fe 

Angela t jyl nr, I'.kfg. 

SbtpS Rhd«y r June 16 . ffli? fcJl PM 

Tot T*ytor. Angela 

Suhjoot! Kenata Light (fel) Twrt presentptbn 

Scniar kmjcEt Engineer .1 Celtic e-iaire jwir ri pale dc pmject 

Trempartalim PlunniniE | nuiilkaLiun d«s feansiiorLs 

Tr&nipartHimSflTYk.4£ Depanmenl | Service COStrUlipeati 

Ciir of Ottawa IVIIfe d'CHtawi 

S nngela -^T-c-r&icttaB-ejCH 

have nevi«i'*dal( of Hw opHions that ware made avarfable and do consioarthat 
■'Corridor 3" does appear to be the beaL woulc have possibly preferred ?jsing the 

417 median- though, and poss 01/ a routing to the south side or the QLeensv^ay to 
setter service the Ea^eson Park and Ride lot. 

S j6T3}. c iBa 747J x lSJIh 

Rvw: sent: Fr^ June lfi, 201711414 AM 

Tq: Tax'sr, Angela 

S*i|a>*ct Kanata I.HT F^)H h l tM«4*meritnl i^S 

Pleas* adv » me of how us*rs ofths Eaglesor Part; and rid* (which Is press fitly too 
small, and will probably become consirfe r ably worse when the Iram line is in service) 
are expected 6 o get to the close by t^sin staton? WW there he a covered (and heated) 
oedestran oridgetrom the park a id r lde lotto the statloa and due to the length will 
there also be a mechanical passengertrenaponer (such as used hi 
airport terminals^ 

hi .Angela ..IveioskediWBrrriadspiayboafdstcntti'SIstPDHaa pKiad onUseMeiataLriTw^sria 

and iveE vronderng if anv r^ier decemenMkjn mbi jv-aieH e el Inis Stnne -enth n next level oF nnefra z 
detail aveh ea turrem a-ws^aeted rldersHp runibera f rou^i wet aaHmsIes rtaoel Ikne fleAhietea. elc. 

Tfxankn, Thin e-mail evi^ji iuibh fioio (lie Oily of Ottawa e-rnail Kystom. Any Ji^siWion, nep « 
capjTng oftlue e-m«l or the irfbrmahon it conlaine hy olfier rjian fhc iiriCTiitoi rccipicjikfn) m 

ThanKlr^ you m advance 

iniHiidia'jizwt, Thank you 


[re prexenr ttnurii! aet# pur le ryrtejitpsfe murriela de In Ville ift.)«aw;.L Tmiie 
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From 

Angela 

fiJfrjKfl: L - HI ■ tiT . 1 ::-r:r -i 1 >c:Krt^ Vrpj: ->. fry Ire ■:( 

-ucss>'.-inc’ I2na5?pn 

JVch*hnv*t*r • '.%v*v “ j r.;; 

Pi*^rffi(rq 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Srmnr Project Engineer Gcsl onn.sire principal? de project 

Truriu-poii.alicii! PldiBrihg | PISrfiTicaLich Jes; Lransfiiwts 

Transportdinn Services Depdriintnl | Servicr des transports 

City nr OH.jA.i l VTIIe d’Onriwa 
rrr sngnln havlorigittlavvS ea 
a ret 31 590-2424 :< 1 5210 

11 rile . Ihartk you and you have ce-rta nly touch ed On it any issue's IriaJI Ihr study I;:t Wf be 
reviewing. Oiwe we have sdevLed Uit preferred LRTccfiktor. we will be designing the LRT 
a ignnent based cn LRT design standards and this will involve leaking at dessgr cpliens-la ensure 
v/e rr nlrr ze ’he Mmrlor r&Hprtnd and the environmental impacts such as Watt s Creek and the 

OPP ian*s. 

Fterne 

3*tir Friday Jin* K. -Ml 7 S *S All 

Te:TWylnr Angtla 

Regans. 

Angela 

Cr: Been Shod; Hau Ftenaml: fcrwn nitrsitn; 2tepr«r 1 ilcaalntkj^r j renn :otn Juhanli 

Sub|«l:F v; LKI ^.r-ri-ri Licenser. Fnadbodi Ftiqurslsd Dry June 2 jrd 

Angela 

FnMt*. 

Sent: mtar. Jue 1 fi 4 2DE7 L L D2 WM 

To. Taylor, Ange a 

Cc: 

Subject: K* LR ! KonatA EiCtmsicn - FeEtboLt Requested by June Hd 

has cc'd me cn your respcn&e be cm 

You hays referred to trie Tkcrme-r CN rail sorndor to Ihe north" This rad line Is an active ne 

Angela 

and w bo until lha factory in the Ampnor area, which ships supplies to and from Ihe US, 
has closed The sw? {jowr om Hr* bridge (wst of Beis Comets wfl Ihwe is a spM west of II 

1 hank you for your response to my comments 

The :urn cn Tony Fc« which 1 was referring to is the lum for trie rail line logo south to "cry 

Few. not tncium at Maith Read, which 1 had considered urtderlhe general ccnmcnt about 

Ihe 9? deyeeium* 

for anerhar Ima which goes- up Ihrougr KanHta North which has Eean neaopyatad. Tie KNL 
plans also indicaScd fhal lho line was inaotivc threu^h iheir lands 

Cny - Yes the sfcucry team is aware Lnat fee rai line is an active line with a private Ira in 
running wee a week every WftHwdSY H 1 understand E. h WSS riowow Tormely own«) 
and openaled byCN Rail. 

1 hftVtt also chocked Ihe 1996 Class EA. where the Kanfttft Town Centre COrldcr was 1o go 
scuth cf Ihe DPP Sattcn and Village Green an d there appeared la be space for the corridor. 

The recent H417 works impacted Watt's Creek and the 5 Sep 2016 Cm^c Eath map 
shows that lhara is way little room hat/'ean the channel and trie OPP lands. It locks like a 
considerable amount of the OPP parting lot would reed to be removed in order for the LRT 
lecennecf 

The orry altenatNe would be if the LRT 'an parallel lothe extstlng railway, but KNL's West 
!9hiricy J s Efook Tritutary iWSBTl will bo on the south side and KNL has draft approval for 
the north side. It would also ebminete pat of th e north side Blendings habitat which s being 
coislruclKt w the termer Ttu* suuiu tend, there is no snormwaler iundte; tiie hafiflit 

ramoved it, and the Walden crossing wou d be praHamatic immadialely a£^Bcentlo 2 lines 

It also cant t» derta cn trie north side because it would Tave to cross lha eoristing bracks to 

I have 4J9o added Ccunetiw Wlhinsai to tfi* thread 

turn scum 

CSy - Ai tms Stage ct the study, hhe high Jewel review eft alternative rad com dors consisted eft 
identifying en-sbns Iranspwtalion oorridrjs (road end rajli that could potentially conned from 
rrt>Kle Drive 1o Palladium and a de^stop review of the existing ccfidHsans and land use 

Frmn Tuyto. pjtgtkf ’Anatfa- Tdjimd&tf.'.mrH.rs*'* 

around mese eonlidors. While cfecelopnwit plens and the natural enitecnment was 
considered dcnn^thK review, ihere are impacts associated 'jwth each LRT oorricor 

Sene: Tburwiey JUwj&jKrjx . 

tuMwi: Pt LRLKSMM £jnen«rt - ftewatu FtesuetlM t> y June jam 

idertlE-ed aji me northern opftlefit scored e red hdieirtlng iffimceni negeiive irre*d cn ihe 
environment "his environmental asaessmer- study Is contfijcted to ensure me impact on me 
environment is identified and mrtigrilion nehsurcs addressed where required 

Hellu . Illank yair tor your smul jnir ccmmentc that will be rein Jed n the study fei itnnsictafalibn 
and as part ofthe pubic: record. We w 1 excluce your perianal ntorma&cn to ensure your privacy. 

1 have provithetf a response tn ea ch of your comme its below. 

Th c LRT would need space to Lum down Tony F m and th =s Tiighft impact the south side 

SiMH lands weal af Terry Far It couldn't be done east & Terry Far due la the rock kno . 

Regards. 

YVSBT and the south: s«lc BlantSngs habitat 

Oty - ! is reco^tized Ihat tire sleep turn from March Rotd to Terry Fca will toe r*Blfenging 
given the oonstraKils and Ihe rmpaa on the natural environment sueftt as the SMH As such, 

LRT options ff 1 3. and 5 ranked lew for construction cofrpleinty and cost du« to this 




constrahl 

Transporteftion Plannina | Phwwficadiun ties Iransporls 

Transportaftl on Sorvfdas Supailiuaiil | Service ties transports 

The icmultmts otMoutiy werern fwfire of theie ittues 

City or Ottawa 1 VlUe d'OttkWa 

E" sngela.taylor^otberwa ca 

One ofthe pretofems 1 saw with Ihe routes is thal a left of them have 90 degree lumsvrhidi 
are not feasible for LRT trains - 3RT car do Ihe turns but nd LR T The LRT tracks also 
reed sidetracks for passmg andfor switching tracks 

City - Y*31 agree trial me LRT corridor options shaved 90 degree turns, wnioh was only 
shcvrfi n « eoncwpft rcut« atth<?J£to geonvelry (if ihe lirfe is rt rcnsarterrilioft in Ihe 
evaluation Where lhara are potantially sharp turns as ia the casta from Ma oh Roac lo Tarry 

Foot Drive, Ihis geemeky is more challenging and scorac low m Ihe rariking. Or :a the 
pf afemsrJ i RT ciHiujrr fe»lK«n i.elardad. C resign CCftforr* will iMtiKMRwed TTriiF iiictUffes 
idBntrfyir g Ihe LRT alignment ard loetpr nt. based cn current dasign standards, to avoid or 
rnininize surrounding envwFFimerftal impacts. 

3 <G13> 590-2424*15210 

FrerneOaftr Shaft 1 

ieft: rt*ft Many izw™ 

Ce: Tty ref.Arsftii 

SiAJatt: FtE: LRT Kanaia E ftano'i - Fwdrack :^eqo>sl«d by Ana 23rd 

Triank you for your comments 

it nuites one hvonder if there we? en engineer win LR y eKpeneoce invoked in the leiedlcn 
ofthe alternatives 

1 have copied Angele op this e«i&ll for heratlenllon 

SihKrtly, 

Please consider tfus ema<i as rvy official cubllo oemnent 


Sent: June s'201^ 9:44 AM * ^ 1 

To: Qad'i, Shad <SbBfl Qadf atEY.3 .a > 

Cci 1 FilEgpMncK. aeprieft- <F.-a r :hrin =*.?:;* irtepnnion* <:om> 

Subject: RE LRT Kanata Enters ion - Feadback Requested by June 2ird 

Sh fid Qadri 

CcLnellar. Sirvhgtm cammunly of Elfflsvlle vrtTin lha Cty of CHmra 

Chair, tonawx Public HeVTi 

Chair. Crtnpe RrevewHwr CTttW# 

110 Laalar Auanua Vj»sI 

Ottawa. OfJ MP 1 

T*. ei3-S3D-M76.FK.fi(3rSW-2S1C 

Smalt Shad.OatHgrtli^a M t WjWMlh8jgadH.O0ri1 

Eg io i # pi 

Hells. it ank you lor your commend? mat w be incuctcd mi Ihe efediy iCf ccmsideiation and 
a 5 part or" the public record. A Planning and Environmental Assessmen t stuify requires lha 
review of technically feasible LRT corridor options as a prinopfe of ssod pfenning This 
raviey.' enures lhat a ttocfoii^i Jock at tna anvironnrental impacts of aach oft tti e options has 
be*r assessed and documtnied to belter Inrormlh* ded¥«i making process. 


While 1 fully wwirint imped* on the south Mi rth Highierid* wetHthdKSMH , .v? ihcuid be 
avoided, Ihls is mti^arad by locking st options along ertaring and alneady .asturbed 

IrensDort alien ocnidws such as the former CN rail corridor to the north. Our evaluation 

Indcales that all routes B^acend lolhe aYlHW riava a very negative Impact on trie natLral 
environfireni f3mi»riy, we have identified an LRT corrida oplinn *13 sLonsiihe fonner DP 
rai corridor !o ttie aoulri that also has a vary negative impacn or Bra soesad environment due 
lothe recreationel use These impads have all been documcnletl»the evaluation summary 

mat ws* presented ai ih^ Dpan hojs* lei me know n you na«i Mther derficatiw 


Regards. 

Angeia 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Sanlor Project Ebgb»ar | G*stlpnnalri» principal d* (wajatf 

RtoJia PWtMtdlbftf to *tg < 1 Jqi r »ir hh,C uVLJ J|Kl gw lita fjfttMJiiiRjraivrkU) 
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Sent; Wednesday. June 07.2017 &:53 AM 
Tc: OadT, ^ ShadOadr ffctlewa.ca * * * 

Subject: RE' LRT Kanata Extension - Feedback Requested byJute23?d 

Options 5 and-13 are ridiculous. PjHing a rail line thru ttic so-called SMH Conservation 
Forest is a travesty and the TC Trai Is heavily used already - creating a pu tical nlghbnara 
for Council. Thesa options are nod cred be and it is a mystary why Counci continues to 
entcrUrffi Ihe (ntoriipetonw in the Planning Departtnenl 


Fram Hfetif, * jj<ta 

Till 

Cc: mn ■ 

i-iihjrvh -I ■ ~w* I Ini'J+miTinj *1. ne v'-wl-l i-viwt ’.tie? 

il.ilr: PriUiy. Lrc IS, BIT LI - TO *>. 


, tnank ycu again for your email and insightful comments that will be included in the study 
tcrcorpderation and st the sub!; record We 'will enckjoeytur personal infcnnelicn 
to ensure your privacy. 

Regards 

Angela 


Why did tte placers not lo<# ad faking a dvanlage of OBsliuj re* right of ways ' 5 Possibly 
because lhay haiva already chosen incompatible technofogy for LRT? If so another 
illustration of incompetence 

With tat lude. 


From: cadri, Sbsd [m&Ro 5-isc Q&cTffiotiawt ce] 

Sent: JureS. 20175:MPM 

Subject: LRT Kanala Extension - feedback Requested by June 23rd 



Arvgala Faytof. F.Eng- 

Senlor Project Enfiinjfwf | G*s|huuv»irc p*in.dpal» Je project 
TrarupM'tatfwi Ptnwiin* I rtanllKilion des transporb 
Tran; port alien Spi-Wjps npflarsmpnl | Sprvlre npstraniport; 
£iLj- Off Ottawa iViko d‘L>Kjwj 

K? nnjel.i raye,rp(t t *Maca 
If 6S3) 580^424*152 ID 


Frwn; 

^nl: Tm-sHay,. Jiint 13. ™ 

To: Taylor. Angda 
Ocl Htapatrck, Stephen 

Subjacti Re Senate Light $*1 Transit i^nrang an! environments! nstestment Study 

Thflirk you for kietufcug me in lie dsFEibution list ami tirade yon for (he Open. House 
pKiettattfiH. 

The following arc my opuiions idatci to the piq cot 

The purpose of the Light Rail Transit should be "moving mass peiipje to thear tkartnatioiM fast 
in llie meat wojwmica] w^y”. Hem I Hit trying to sbj- that Light ftniJ Trawii slwultJ fit* he 
"ituHirijt acme p«>]iltr &sLk> Ihdi iLwdnabi'diH in tbe itnsjtconv efiitfeL way'! 

2931 in n Jong way olt 1 hope by choosing a timpic economic ami cofI ullecJivr route to 
Kaiul;s. Ilnil will u.xivinue Jl lev elsufgpvifniiiieiil In ach-ariLn) Ilia uini|ili!tiiMi uf I'ns l.R I 
piMTiltl.. 

To TKiimoa InifRc liwn mil oftowu n*ra anil Kratala Tumlarila ii^mg H W -1*?, rJiart ulioiid he 

*KU« large "fWifc wu) ink' iwkmg lots ihu HW 41? slaUi'Jis. 

The fbdlowiiHS are- iny oonuriefite nelated to tlie project: 

1 ) ] loiully ngTcu with Ihc cuTTimf (HopoHcsl mine, i.«, juimlssr K, JuhI ai¥ih of Ihc HW 4T? 

I) Same Kanaia residemb and wotLers (Jocple woriin^ jo Kanaraj may lay this propeaod 
rout* dow not hjft.'c Ihcm wdl ht Itiie iimlc dora not go to north and waith ofKnnnfn. To me 


this is nTvIovHfii. as !Ttt|fieTi l i iosnl In l-ok nho 1 Ud l«n- ud k,' Imnp penplv Lo und from ihu I. RT' 

S) fonuLL-kTihiU ihemmwn HW J]T tuTr.j^dtnLis not Just en\*nx] 1 >j- Katinra r^idents.. 
[harefoTe, ihir! ,RT |iivn:msjJ Mnndd m eribon undsitlEHiri fliisiuaia, i.«., vvith digest iyih mid 
soliiiions lo tlioee mit-of-iowa drivocs to jobs tliis LRT. 

Ilusl Tepirotis. 


C )r. JiLik I, 2017, id 12.3Si PM, Tuyl oi, A iyti a ■: ngeja. lay lot - > a usiviLi :» wints: 

H Ihgnfc you loi yuui emu i and wu ti yve iniJadcii you Ofl mr diSubuUcn 
lis Wt l»op* t&S« you si the Open Huj^c IWxirJay stale S ,l *in tb* evening: 
«fflh details evaaaw^oa Ite preyed wehiite 
at Vins^.uaawa cflAanatalhfaltdWB ca] , 

Bca regards, 

Angela 

Angnla tsylof, F.ljq. 

IcnJor Project fnpnn-nr | Gnliannavn principal n dp prefect 
Iransfiartatran Manning I Hanificalkm da ■ transports 
rraomortation SnrvuesiOnpirtmS'nt | Sarnies trar.in in i 

City si QUawa I Vi I In d'Dtlawa 
f ■: anpe n.tajin'AnctT^iMn.-ra 

fi ft lit) 5BC-?i?4s:BlC 


S^7r"T-iurcdfl f , Juik OL 2Q17 9: 2D AM 
Tdi Taylor, Angela 

Subject; Kaos la laght Rail Transit Phnninq and Ermrarmertat Asarament StLrir 
Argel* 

If Dial is possible, pfwss aid my name to he stLdy mafhng list 
Many blanks, 

Tns emailsB^natesfromlhr Ctycrctm™ t-mall scslem. Any iHsMsHan,,ust nr cop-png of 
IhH SI or Ills Momslbn l| f srea m by ethw han hs Inlsndstt rtct-snlfFl a -JnsUt>s-t!*l 

Ihmfcynu. 

Ls pNMSfli OMSiei * kr (^ptdif pm If lyllernt d« eetrrisll is In Vits dOfia «4 TW( dlirlbirisr 
ulllsdlnn nu rsprwlijdiim du tarns cu As ness pnsmsnlx qu if -fenmnit mi ins parsnnni 
aulietTitraimitrsSndane pm«ii rdinlairHs. Jrunusrsmsroedrvnliesnlstnrdjnr 


From; T^br *.-pdn 

Tm 

Ot.: >! .1 „ I. -M- „ 

Alhjirl: Ft 'Tnrmil l' '^AEdnir . -4 c P«n.Mail v,- i>;.,d 

Dull:: nr.^. 3U c Ifl. 20LT Li LHSr: ^ j 


Hello Mi Lhank you ta your email and ccmmente lhal ynll be included in Ihe study tor 
consideration and as pad of the pu b. n record Wa will e xOuda your personal mrcrmalion io 
insure ycur pnvacy I frsve providad h response to your eoTimants as noted below 

Regards 

Angela 

Areola Tayfcr. P-Fng. 

Senior kno|ert Ln.pinscr | fjeititFinairs p>rir,ti pale de projetl 
Tiro ns port all on Planning | Plnnif^r-tion ncc transportv 
lranspurtali.cn jir.ins Dnnarinmnl | Jcniic C a£ transports 
t fty of Ottawa I Vik u d'Cf! asva 

'■“f an ji'l.i.Triy csjlcl 

a llslit 5BG-2424 x 1 S 2 ID 


Bant: SatuTlay. Jure 10, 2017 3:20 PM 
Tdi Taylor, Angda 
Cci Qadri, Snad 

Subjects Camn-erts: LPTKamStn fctem>on - Fcedboct RacLcsted by June 23rd 

As I was out of Iowa I was inrt able to attend hie Open Housu, bowever. I have some 
cdnimantt Irtfcw. 

Ottistil: 

- wtaj£T*dv«a option gpws aliSAd.it miBl link tn hie .^btleA-.i paik : uh! mh Fajijle^m (kuV smt 
ri-do is amajpr ti anBfet poi in no* only Ebr pooplo who [tut diere bin fit people wins are 
dT.yifn.'it i.hlThem lo era n hus. Huseit ™ wbh .1 I hirveutHiurvcd, fewernibm ndtknity jAuk 
than a e dfcfif cd offby *on»oogie Becnwe It is juirt off (be ^rwniway L it the pt^&twd 
ttansiia ptiim ft# inmiy jkKigJe. 

As the preliminary preferred pten is the LRT corridor ncrih of Hwy 417, Ibis conddor 
curnccts to a fee park and itdcs fEaglcson. Tony Foxj along Hwy 4-S 7, aBhough a 
p* desman overpissi will be racommendetl lo canned the Fn^esai park anti ikle 

- why does each ptroposal cud ait Canadian Tire Centre? The Ottawa S«iato« arc an the 
prxrsi of moving dcwntewn and si* one bdievos an atma will romaiu on the CTC land. 
Even the outlet m all wetild be a bettor terminus. 

The City's 2013 Tr#nsportehon Master Ran ;TMP> iderf lieslhc LRTtemiinus at the 
Canadian Tire Centre Atttie tune the TltfPv^as deuetoped, there was no plan Tor the 
Senators :o relocate and the CTC made serse as a tetminus. This pfenning and 
■environmental asscssnrai- stody will review ihc best location for the LRT termir.ys based 
on rtderstilp *,rd aifctdebilHy 
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■ whemw th* tmiiLwnJh, ihwe needs to b* i pirk and ndc a psrn and nde is planned at the? 
racomm ended fetmimis cf Ihe LRT. 

(■nrridcirS- NniriN Sidr *tfliiytnvuy417 

- ]t is reaflly going tobnifo Eaglosoat Park aid Pi do? Tlio train is running north of the 4 L T 

laid L : nu park iind nde in nonlli cf Ilia A 17 Would lie (mshn^zround bcuhw far n dem m 
ckw under fhc 417? As w-dl. die dirraricc between the Haglown Pari: and Itidr and "north of 
[hit; uni liitnpin tiinnl lino In ihe nevny link* u1' Cm IHl\ nk‘likhnp. 41” tail inni cnlnsikV 

Lund 11' I !i;> tui|qM.Tif. ;i lIiwcxI. MnijfiJ (ivuqauH (or i i ■ i ■. I it; fur perk; *i nun* to snick' OltHd 

■|i.- ; i" .in ; i: m < i:y Ir.i, .i .-i' r. ni"! c. i* no:: *«uy. The prefminary prefc red eoridof is 

on Ihe nath side of Hwy 417 and a twdcstr an overpass will ^ recommended 1o aainecl :c 
Pie EagfeMn park and ri* located on ihe wuth tide of ihehigtxivey The periettden 
c*retoa.«e* will be cofittrueted ;o Ihe seme standards anhettiHling one* auch at el Ble.- 
Station overpass andHhe Train station overpass, whlcti are hjllv covered. 

- Other than that, h is likely the beet option ro deliver atn'fee to flic majority of Eanata- 
Strtte^dUc. This is tint preSmmary preferred corridor. Rfitiou^h we are currently conducting 
dete >ediwi* on nderthtowiui ooe'ioors 5 . ■? and 13 to en&ureih*b*$t con-Tbcr u selected 

CorrldorS ■ 41 TfMarck/Teriy Kos, 

- The? is a great option lor people who live in die cwt hut wait in Kruiaxa North, hut la raart to 
il^kIwk for I'M innjurily of ire.iqjji; living in ^.uiUa-^lilrsviHajSuviiiii tjrdy Lhe (hrnorth-msl- 
CKX'JWr of Kaimlw ll iiUi wnnpl truly 11 n :ntti ll id h*! tfrieii [ui l. uihL ii«kr la ?«e lhat th S LK I 
corndor running north along March Road previces crrect service !o ftanala North resicents 
hut does nd serve re-sdercts from Kanaka South. Ken ala Soulh re-sidenls wll be served by 
busses ttnneclmg to LRT $i Eealesixi Thu rouire- does ecrineel to Ihe Esuiesen .cork and 
ride ■ah the north vede <* H*ry *17 ami a pfej^irian uv«t[:^siej|Moi>obeii ir r-eietfed as tfie 
prefarnec comrtcr 

f’nn-iririr*- I'rersf'uRJila Trwll 

- ] would love to acu diia route Jiown iu ir oantMr cfc9*a»|ii $iiii«vi|tt (whew I li wXJiowivtr, 
c[ is t>jr Hholy eculiat Mough. 

-1 hava H> issinf wilh rrul retumirip r L i whm h:tn hecome Itie Tram Ctirada Traii. The Irai] 
tvoiild be more urefiil If Lt was at least paved for bike use (aurent^' aoems to be used as a de£ 
pork). 

Ccrr-dar JT13 telhe moat souihem comdor anyiglhe TianaCanada Trail and la wide- an 00^1 
to accorr medate both thoLRTandBmuHi-usc palh waiy if selected a s ihe p referred 
carder. I would also a^iec that tins conidordredly servesttie Kanata Souih and Strtsville 
reiidenK thd do« not «ive (ht Kfttele Nefih rtsi4*nts Ktneli worth iretldenli will be 
served tybu4s«lh»Hwl cennetl lo the LRT, 


Eefiaida. 


Ttn? a-miiiF I'tiptiaiEi Ifnni lire i'1 i.y e^f Olliiwii a-tnidl syatam. Atry itiHltiNiUoiL usit-nr copying 


Fram . W jjda 

Rm 

filhjrvtl vv ft r rv-- t-'-, ^ n^r.^. n T^-rr fr ^ ' 

I liilr: Frkfrr,, kn 16, .01 7 *10538 W 

All, aJuiKai* -. tfk 1 •: itj 


Hellu as promised we a re respen ring loycxir comnanl 5 and you have eleariytoj chad on 
aorta of the ssues the study learn is ccnsidermg when evaluating and developing a 
preferred condor and abvwnent. 

With respect lo entavring heyond Palladium wt are octong at issues around eKtet dir g th a 
line south/west of -ailsdiuiv. aad there was cedainly a ; ot ot support vaoad to look at hel 
option. Ai this tine Ihe only roife we are considering for eicension beyond Padadun would 
use the repid iransU corridor identified in the Chy s TransportalKn Ma^er Plan, which 
ccTibnues iocih frem Palladium Drive aitns ihe fete-re Nstb-sculh Arterial rotdnay located 
east of Huntmar, I hrsccmdor conlnjes all the way to F-snbanH (toad, and serves the 
planned Fernbanlr ocmmumty. tu=. Rapid Transit or cnoity maasures would coni ne south 
of the _RT lermnai and provide nigh qua IHy service to Ihe nearest LRT station 

Regarding tha conndcr ophon yoj na^ idanlifi&d ii nas some menl in that it dees pro; da a 
atalion In the vtamCy of Ihe Kanata North Buslnaas Park while also serving ttvixgh travel 
between Kanata and dtwrUown. However, a sing e staten on the ed|g» of Ihe business pair 
may ho oflimtud vsluo hi onoourepng rodoodopmort and imsmsificalion, andIho okItb 
( ifila ice Far l 7 ii(*KjfL lips will i>««: lobe balanced </f Ntween Imvel time, 
capita 17cparallonal coals and Ihe rider ship potential stpppin^ In Kanala North may generate 

Tha g rades along Highway 417 between Moodia and Eagleson are well within the 
cflpHbililios df (Ifelric LRT The opendionai co« h term of add-lionai energy consjmpBcn 
to climb Ihe g r adawoi*d likely be las man tn a ongoing coals of malnlainlng a longer 
allcnimentvla Kanata North. Use oflhaforme r rail r£Ht-or-way between Moodle Qrbe and 
the existir q chy-owncd ral oefridor (Renfrew Spur) is problcmahc m (hal this ccrrida- is 
owned by the National Capital Commission and is CLTertty used as a mifli-use patfiwaiy 
(Walt's Creek Ratlvwayi. There da also a aigilfrcant sanitary sewer leered Hi Ms crxrldor 
which wuld be c0fKcutn&c&.|oeste with LRT. When the sfecy teem lotted rt erojalngs or 
the Greenbelt we only ootisidered existing aciJve condo's to minimize' impaots and reduce 
the potential tor IfagmienlailKM;. The -Icmner rail condor dentified in your plan is no longer 
ad we and was not considered a candidate. 

With respect lo phasing impletinenlarion sieging will form, pan of our stutty and H is guile 
lixelylhat tn e line would be huill to an interim lerm.iral. This decision will he based on a 
nu Tiber or factors inchulrg affordability and ridership poterbat. However we w prepare a 
Recommended Ren end undeftelce an environmental efrtMtmeel for the eniite ee-ndor to 
that it it prefededfar H ultawate lenglh 

In sloeing thank you agaai Ibf your comments hope you slay engaged throughout th e 
study and provide addlicnal mput as we develop a Recomnren«7ed Plan. 

Regards 

Angela 


Ana ale Taylor, p-Ff*. 

Lanier Rejar-i. Entin«*r i Ges 1 »pnniwre prindpala dejmiact 
Tran^rtaiion Planning 1 Manliitafem des trsnsuons 
TiMisfwrladvn ServkesOepartnrent | Servicedes Lrans#erls 
Oily «f Clttmva i Will* d'tmxun 

>< aigeianavorraw*ca 
» (6131 54C-'iJ4* 11310 

From; ravlw, Vtgem 

Sants Ridaf , Jure 29. 2DL7 lE'.Cy AM 

Tnr 

Oni Rtipahic-i, StMcj 1 .. Peter; PSO Croft (PCwt C irorisorNtePifa c.:crej| 

Subject; REr A fetv notes from the Kerete LRT meeting la:t nght 

hbHo, ihank you far your email and comments lhat wii tre ncludadm lf»e study Fw 
consideration and as pari of the public record We wil exclude your personal information to 
enfipre yaur privacy While Ihfr sludy Indicates a te--mlnus at ir a Csnackan Tire Centra as 
snovm in ihe City's Transports Non Master Pan. th e study wil be reviewing 1 tie hast location 
to toTninale the- LRTbasod on r dership and affordEa ; 1y. 

I Wil have Ihe sludy leam review your L.RT corridor oplicn and provide yoj xvllti a response 
next week 

Regards. 

Angela 

An^sle Teylcu r n.Ei*. 

Snniar Frojact bnjir.aur | Uc-:lHHinair£ pnrupJ u do j»a;uct 
Trafi^tdrtalHn banning ] Manlfiirntiim des IrnnlpDiis 
Trartawrtatlon Servk«s Uepirtawnt | Service des transiwfls 
City of Ottawa l Vitla d'Lmnro 

y aTRf’ ln i.ryjcnC i:oiraivx ca 
9 if Uj'iBC H -I»- Hit; 

SenbTundir, JurreflS,201?i:3SM 

TotT*rfar. Angela 

Subject; a fexi nt*» («jm th* iftmjs LRT mscting fest night 
lJclto. 

TTbrak J'cti fm (he uveni \m ui^Jii T ! IbijjihI «lot wnl E liwta few lluniglits J would like re 
ahnre nitli you and your totin 

Fine and tbrtrtiWt I would Itkv 1c vrehc many oL‘ Iht Ifvin Itwi rngju sbcun cheering 

[Fk; OriCll'tfhutl Tirt? f’mdir! M Ilio IcrtniTlJls. Hnvolilunn wumlrl rtcKnilely Im> ii IkiIlt, lBrWi 1 
tonrard k-mkiuy opdon. 

FfattmiU y. ihm; w iih u renic I Mi wna nm rtudiul Ihiil I feel wcmlii In; vwy atreus nptitfi 


I EilolliiiL wtnil il mpln Icbk like, n'Utility, Micw. 



t eLtggKt avciding llw Kaimlte lad by mnijfi exieiiiig imuurtpal data tracta UircLjgh lira green 
bdttn thaNcirih. TTiIm bIIc-wh fer a.Hlojuri itia Kimala MorLh Hiychi Tech Seder and would 
fcrvjw many iwidejU Imng wound March Read .Mnr:y pec^ein liaiHita woik ui tlii? niua» aa 
w4l_Tn(ikai£ Reroute oinuuad firt mH only tlcmuilcwii wrek cummiKfei, bin creuniiilvx wtUun 
KalcJlu, Us well. No Junta (Iw March Road fel^lannli r iili., ;iTiLiTI EKitftf a diallrtigo, tnif. 
llitii thin id latioci poaea a chal leuge in all jiiiiposeJ rotnar: 

Finally I WCLlW Kigali tli.il Ule COiBiXncrien be ik:id ill Li -itmsdit U|i|n.LkhJi. MiUiSui to Hie 
cun cm LRT HjcrtstrucSai downfewu .This jhould kocp costa down aid lidp connect Kanala 
into the fubire LET *yptern ASAP. 

TTu'mk you fur IItb riqijKntiiraty lo jiXoViria faddlnck it ii jrrLTtlLy -njiiirCteilliad 


This e-mail origuisite fram tine City eE'Qttiwa e-mail ryrteiu • Ary dirtLiMioiL vm or cepyuig 
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F*umi T*Ilj^ ftrorlff 


Fram T^jf^yda 

Ttpi 


Tm 

Cr: >-far.* i-t, L-fl tfc n 


Cxr: »=ran* > -VpH»r 

titibdedi H.‘ F’FrtV-T' Krw: n i 


inject 

Drix-- Thjsiirc. lire Li. JCrJ A 4 - 


1 lulr: TluxLoj-, Ij t. t, rtL? TflS? A i_- 

Hello, tnank you for your email anc comments that will be inchitlod in Ihe study for 


Hello Ms. thank you for your email and comments lhat will be included in Ihe stu dy fot 

conilderttidn *.nd st perl of ke public recoxi Wt wll extiu* ycur person*! initonetion to 


cont stnutlor end t * pom flf the put< i record We will eaducie your per$onel mfctiriftlico lo 

cnSL^e your privacy. 


ensure ycur privtcy 

Regards, 


Regards. 

Angela 


Angela 

Angela Taylor, F-Bng- 


Arygela Tayffl*. F.Ehft- 

Senior Project Fngfcieer j CertionnHire principal u daprojrtet 


Satdor Pmidct Enfiinew | Ga^-kmjiain? paindpale de projan 

TiMivortalhufi PUnning 1 Mmifiva'UHX Oes fransports 


Traiuportalfwi Ptanntotf | rtanllxalion des txansporb 

Irui^MirtJtlnn Services bepArtrvwnt | Seruire (let Iran^priri ? 


Tran; port alien Servirei Oaperrirpnl | Send re nan transport; 

Ciiy of Ottawa J V'sllc b'Dnauia 


City of Ottawa 1 Villa d'Cliawa 

20 ^Tgriaiav ordi‘ntT,ii*re^ci 


K utsela r r jpi^ttaiva.rJi 

9 (t!3)509 f^HrlsnC- 


9 ;fi:jjSWJ434hi521D 

From; 


Fronn: 

Sent: Mnndur, 1"™! l7 r 7KU7 li?] PM 


senl! Sunday, lnne: 11, UJI7 3:3f RM 

Tu:Ta|ter Angela 


To: Teylnr. Angdn 

Subject: Macdie tc Kanata LAY 


Subject: LK1 Kanata Utentem 

Hiflo. 


I support Corridor 3- North 5irie ofHtgli^'Ry 417 

fti hiribanO and ! were rnl «jhs lo make l lo the open house at the frchcr#n. sanfae aailiei o June, VX'e 


Thant vou. 

v-'oiid like In lend du auppert (a hie 6 flfthe tire- optiune on Ihe table It irtAea seme to awVife both 

U t> w«keii or DM 3 Moude Dme mid high iBuli CwlU B£ or kaiMln NwUl. LRT s v rty wiUe piu.eLt 
end es ajch, should bereeft ntl nriy the mermen nf one community bUHfmse tom acrcnnthe ciywhc 
ruudtu dueevj ttiuJt ouuniuiiLy daily fu work. 


Thia e-niai] oiigutfitt* from die CttyofOdawa L'-jniiil sysnati. Aitv tlLrtiilmti*]i, u*c or oopyuig 

Thunk ynu. 


oifllriB a-TTiail ;jt dm mfcmiialkm tl oomni™ ti> nfiiET fliou Itia intathkul r^irijM-ianLfj') 

IPimfthOiiiEett, TltiBiik you 

Lo presfut iooirid a 4tc «cpddi4 par to sj'st&nie ilc cocmels ic la Vfflle ifOnau-H. Toutc 
dartrCbstiin. utOisafioji on rtjaodiKtioo do oounic] on dcs rraifictgnancAtE qui ey tJoir.fJtt par 
tHl*peTKOUie ,tilLtk quefim deKljiuntiireiineviL evL intenli U: Je wins; nenierdd t|e-volje 

Tinrr K-ni:3il mpmimcsi Irani Ihtr fity ol'OthnvH n^iuai 1 synkin Airy ifitHnluiu™. img. nr capjing 
efthi# c-nuiiU.H die iiitoniiMlKHL i: ^irniiw Tjyodwnhmi flieinhtukM nM|u<ai1(pjiii 
utiand-uiruod. TlwittlL yati 

Le pKKJLt L'juiricl a ete ntpidto pai lc rysticuic do v-numcl! dc la VQic- d'Ottawa. Tojik 

diu hrdjitboTV uliliiaUi-ni lvj. Ttprcxfurijen du lliijuicL ivl Jes renivei};i»tnEitailb ijd s'y IniiLveuLfiiLT 
une pejsofUW aiUre ijne kuu itoeii naJai™ prmii «t inleriurt. te voij* rehierqede vnlre 
odlabofatiofi. 


coLlabwatioji, 


Fnirni T-Sflra, 

T-d: r i. >^.4-^1 

Cl : K. LP.TLiiTitkr- 

TRi.i'j,, Ijh Li, JSSiiGB 

mat 


Helto M' rhsok you fts your email an d comments IhaL wi| bemduded in Miff study for 
ccn sidarebcn and as par! d tha public record. We wii exclude your personal information tc 
ensure your privacy At this stage of the sludy we are reviewing Lfi 1 "' corridor option a el a 
vary njfi leW using existing Iransporlation corridors. I irticedlhal your prope ty al 217 
Ptonfiftld Dive is tfredlly aCjeocif H id south of Marsh Road aed the LPT corridor option 
aleng March nrsiri will reflow ihe 20-1 7 Council approved March Rom Planning and 
Eh V, tollmen haf Assessment Study for bus rapid tranat rBRTJ along Ihls coni dor Your 
property ia no! affacledl by this 9 RT or a future LRT corndcr along March Roe± 

Rt^irdt, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor.. P.Ehg. 

Senior Preieit Engineer I GeilkHIrtBrirt praldpeJe de jtttttoct 
Tran mo it niton Planning J PtmlflodiMnles transports 
TriMsparfatton Servkev Department | Service dev trjnvjwrlii 
City ef Ottawa i Milk d'Oneivs 
'•• 1 ui^'iiu.h tirffditawAfj 
S (6l8)&B0-5«4*Ii2lJO 


■—Original Messes*— 

From 

Sent: Saturday, June 1 a, 2fl17 4:1 A PM 
To: "aya-. .Angela 
Subtied LRT corridor 

live on PenHeld pmre m Kanata. have baan locking at tie malarial lor plan a A, &, and C 
of the LRT corridor The problem of all :het I have sean is there rs fid enough detail on tfie 
maps forme !o see my sired. I would suggest you could heel a* these maps on Soogle 
Sarth, which has «fy ft* dtetoi probably as recent as last summer. Indurlns a *ir«t vie* 
of my hn:esa |l the right coniads a:e mafle. Geagle Waps irfght want to wdk wHh Ihe dty 
to convert ell existing maps of Ottawa 

Please let rtre know the tresl wjy to this detail 

Thank you 


ITiiv e-piait mjgBuric* fwin Ihe City ofOtwtfUermail lyttam, fop? 4iwLii|fuiauai, tneo* 


From: Tjhtjr *--(«)□ 

Fm 

Ot.: 

□mu: ilLivi^, UrE. SCL7 iD.13 Li X s 


Hello thank you for your email and comments lhat wl be included in Ihe sludy for 
consideration and 1 as pad of the puB.a record We v.nll exduce your personal irlormalion to 
ensure your privacy In fad. Ihe preliminary preferred ooTioor #6 running n orth of Highway 
417 will conned to Ihe Terry Fox Sialion that w prowde a oirecl link (o Kanala Centrum. 

Regards 

Angela 

Angela Tavlvr. P.Eng. 

icnifir Rrajed Lng:necr | GevlionjiairB print] pals de prpjeel 
Trahipwt AStti Planning | Plan ifitafion dev a a ns ports 
Trar.ipprtaltDn Survk.415 Ctiurmanl | Sonnes cnstianipurtv 
City t>f Ottawa I Vide d’OKawv 

_ a 1 :a!a l-j, j 

2 C.12! oGO-24.vai x 1L^ ] IL 


Sant: istj-doy. Jure ID. Jfll7 lflitL AH 
To: Taylor. Anoda 
Subject Light rail to tfarsta 

Hello. 

I would Ilka to make a suggestion that a tight rail stop be pul a I Ihe Kanaia Centrum In 
Kanata. There's already a park n fide there and plenty of available parting. Wth all Ihe 
shops end restaurants it's afocedy a hub of the torm with lots of people working and visiting 
there so would be a great spd for Ihe rail. 

Thanks. 

This Mtiatl oxigutate* ftooi die City of Ottawa e-itiail syitan. Any distribution, coe or oopyuig 
of due L'-ruajl or due aJonBabon it con.iHiaH hy otbe; thsui tbf inemfed rKipiflrtfs) is 

iLii:;iL ; JicTi/j4xi. 'ttiimk ytniL 

I a" puvetut cotnnai h 414 cxjwirlit pair Lit ay ttcir. p do on,mob <hi In Ville iTCHhn-iL Trru.hr 
(hurnLuilion. uhlHalidn oil iqimdihTion du crum!' on Teihfc±eriLmicT»iH qiri rfy (uiuvml imr 
ujif pcfatMine But re qiu m defrifaifuje pr4vu ett intetdife Je vlmib fontenbc de votre 
ecJiBboradofL 
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Frami ftryd d 

T*i 

Cfc: i ■bTJfeii’t. H'lwi 

ftityKt; H.: Crs rr*^ tetar ■ ■ wp-ns ¥x Iriyw*: .LnrStfv '»JV 

rirt- J ire fcS, 30t? KtJSw=i? i*- 

Eircerely, 

H 

HrtiD , we wilt include you on our penere ! mailing list for projuduEJa^es and 
contulttflQt evisorrt. 

Shad Qadrl 

R agenda, 

Angela 

Councilor, Irving lh« votwnufi*y or SUJL edits with n if* City of Ottawa 

City of Ottawa 

110 La-.! iet Avenue ’Afetsi 

Angela Taylor,, P-Ene- 

SHrtlor "reject Efi$lne*r 1 GeitionnaJre prUwipale dejmjetr 

Transport alien Planning j PiinHltahwulai transports 

Transportation Sorvitev Department | Service des transports 

Cilyof Ottawa 1 Vilte d'Otlawa 

Sij jnfcln -iny nr®! ntrnwa ra 

S i,Frl§) 5HT5a24-x 133TQ 

Ocewe, OfJ KIP 1J1 

Tol.d’3-33G.2478. rax et3-5@ft251fl 

E ir mi: an ad Qaasfeotawa ca 

Web w,wi.shBdgadri.corr^stiad[iidii.ccm| 

Prom! 

Sant? Ratmiey, June lA, itJI? I5:4l PM 
to: ijsdn. Shod 

Coi Taybr, Angela 

Subject: RE Councillor's newsletter- Keeping Vou Informed June 9lh, 2M7 


Thank* for reply. 

I would Like to be kept utfonned on this proi «t deve'ofHneril. 


On Joe 10*2017 10:50 AM. "Ondn. Shad"--Siis-id 0adn:^ot6wa.«r--‘wiott: 


Hello, 

Frame JWet Hfiwins Tna kj:m;*.Ii csins@tHll.nr :! 

Sent: --Ida v June 09,2317 7:13 fm 

Thank ypu for your email 

Tar Qad 1, ? nad tSjtod G.vJi m.-rawixa* 

SiAject: 1c; Cl An: .pr V MewileUiP -m lfcu lnluin«l June SUi r JQli 

if the LRT is extended tkrwntn Msple Grave It prabahiy wouh come ddwn through 
the currwtiy pf enacted rapid transit corridor along Robert Grain Av«. 

Hi Shad 

Vom jdtiii] about nearby MiHiLe (Jtwve lutaliob for LRT is in fen* tiny;. WhaL route are you 
thbiiij^ about? 

The routes oamned In tnis article v-ere designed cyme City's TransjMftaion 

Qepartmarcb 1 have onpiadthe Senior Project Manager Angela Taylor, tn this email 
to respond to arny feectoack Of inquiries you mignt have regarding the project 





Frami T-sMc*, Hnodp 

T4?; 

^ F.^jHlhn 

Sub^cl: F£- LP.T Edra=r *#* 

DdWr: Tl liiildr;. U n L>, 2Qc7 fcK 

Ff«n; Tshtf feud.] 

repi 

1 ^PTk- 

DalU! Davit?, C. SDL7 U«.2J "50 K* 

Hollo Ms , hwik you lor ywn email and conmcnls that will bo indktd&d in the study fw 
cen sidarebcfi and as pad od the public moo'd. Ate wil exclude your personal information to 
ensLiE your privacy 

Hello Mr and Ms Itusnk yeo rot your email and tcfnmenbs Ehal wilt be included in Ihe study 
tor corsidemtion and as paat of the pubfc record. We v.nll e ndude your personal mtcnnBficn 
to ensure your privacy 

Regards. 

Angela 

Regards. 

Angela 

Angsla Taylor.. P.Epg. 

I ran sportntinr. Planning j Ha nifi cation dps transports 

1 raniportation Service* LJopirtnvcnt | Service do* transport* 

City of Ottawa 1 villi: CQtluwo 

X jnjH.id.iy Vir^tij ljim.uui 

3 I L1 Jj SSO-2A24. ,i l&ilO 

Angola Taylor, R.Eiig. 

Senior Rndient Lrvjinecr J Gostirmfuire pried pole -do project 

TraiVipoitali on Ptanning | Abwiifikation do* transparf; 
t ra n. spurt at icn Sarmoi Deo art manl | ScrviLO cm tran*porti 

City of Ottawa 1 Vittd d'Ottawa 

X ,m ji'l,l.7,TV crSrtL.vsvjjCji 

a Sea-212flxl521D 

From; 

Sent Ftsl*!, Jwi* W, 3017».» PM 

Iu;T*fl«r Angela 

Subject: LAT Extension 

Sent: rridey Arte US, Ml7 t:B PH 

To A ngelo Tiiylnr 

Tm To^ ior. Anaeie 

Snbjccb LRT Kaonto Ertensbn 

1 supper! Uwiiilui $aref tliink itej njerinmus sliottld yeeili nil P.iHklmn m provide j gi*Mei 
oanneclion lo Saillsnille. 

Angela 

Ihank you 

Jtwt tc iudicste etir total fuppr.it for die Comdoj S ?Corth Side tfwy ■! IT fortiie- future 
odejision vf Ore LKT. 

This c-oiail fit^itialLfi horn the CiK of Ottan-a e-mail ^yatciia. Any diatrilhitioiu uac of copviufi 
oilhk a-mail vr the mLiTmatwn it cent mas by ether diffli iiw inteadod nta |neni(i:.J ia 
lonatithofuied TTirnnk yee 

1 a 1 pTCmml yinirrid a do usi^che pur lc FyatBm c do ccrnnielg ile Jd Vi lie tfOnawa. TmUe 
diatiibutiML utUisatLcm h>u reprodudioit du tcutiiet oa das venseieittioente qui s'y trcuvaiT pat 
'jrie perauiimt; antie ijiik blvi itei?luialiiire [irh'u Ust mltnlile. Je Vnlto renierde iLe vnl™ 
o.J btiixabmi. 

Thant you 

Scittuallp. 

litis e-tnviil ivrijiuaLt!* fivtm Ihe (Sly rif'Odawa e-tn;ril system. Airy disCrihHti.vn. Iiseurtij]ryiAn 
of lliiv e-tnsiil ;jt tlie infonnalkm it eerntni ns; tiy istheT 1 li:ni Ihe i’lteisteil netrijii enLfs) i v 
luiaradicfizxid. Thank you. 

U prtki'cr owmd a dti oxjkMid pat k *y»t^np de eevmelb <le la Vine iftlflnwfi Twaiv 
ddstrihutiiiti, uttliMliM on MyAidiKriiirt tlu oeurrie: an dev Mnhajtdmintirv qui rfy trcuvatt puc 
ime perBortna atitre que arm iftninatmie jinivu ant inrendite Je votiv lemeiae tie volra 

COj]Ht>OfHJd.OIL 
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Frami 

T*i 

Cfc: i *f-hfn 

ttityrcl; H. - t'^nsB rranr Jfrnrj rr. t TjrvFTwrW 

rirt-r. Ttuufafe Ire Li. JCrJ 0 32 CJ iM 

rrefiv Title, AmjM 

igi F-EKncu/ixpin 

S tijprl: P.’s FT h'jrubhP.^-^rn .r«dni sff '•-ns "Trc 

Sleah en, fc rgot to copy you. 

Hallo Mr.. Shack you for your email an d comments lhat wil be included in the study for 
contldertbon tnd s$ pan of the public reed'd We extiu* yourpwonirt information to 
enscre yaw 1 privacy Allftmjgh the CTC Was identified in Ifte Cfly'STrSPtfWtKlcn Mailer 

Plan as iha western terminus for the Kanata LRT, ihe study mill Eta reviewing Ere bast 
looalion based on ndership and affordability. 

Freim; T^lor, Aig*!i 

Seri: Thursday, Jane L5, 20L7 5:15 AH 

To: 

Cc: QnrH li'isd 

SuEnoCt: FEE: LRT Karate ts tensiy - 1 osAerii >teqLeFted b> Jlte 23rd 

Reg aids, 

.Angela 

Hein Mr. as premised the study team -has prcvidec a Tspar sr Id your cemmemts and 

a re n««t beknv. 

Angola Taylor, H.trvjj. 

Suriiar a roi«ct Engineer | Geilkmnairi; principal C de project 

Transpcrtalinn Planning | Wanificatiim dci trar.spDrts 

I ran oiortici-nn Service! Department | Service des trahiperl i 

Cily el Ottawa ■ VStle d'CKHana 

ZZ a lire a.:jv or>* al:uwa ca 
£ 1 r 131 Sffl ?£?& jc 15?fO 

Regards. 

Angraa 

Fram: 

Sent: lotsi-v, JLre OS. ZUITansm 

Tel TSiilCr . Apgele. 

Cl; CmJ f. 5 iad 

Subbed: ^v: LK “ Kamte L^tnira - - Feecbsck Requester: bf Xre Zj'd 

Gcoc even "g Angela, 

SenteFfiday,. Inr DO, 20179:31 NM 

ToiTartcr. Angela 

I'm s^|^py»3g , .- w iwehiing mpny romTOHS P" t'we-n.l SokiV S? tel me be s«dwr/i;oiiC«e jB 
prsi.-jle svr h tne question 5 1 hsve, 

r, Cisiio^ 5 * the orly v eo« cptich oeow Cue w the ccncere mr *n *f tht wpulalIon aiang the 

A* 3 K 31*70 r es4l?nl 1 rtip^iV I'd toward ’lycp 7Cn no thetreCC mq t. Rr mou;ns under 
ernsirirrnt cm 

-itfivpisv and pre-ydeathe Pest <Mml! reljr". 1 preijn*e:he Daftleaon pari arm dde-wll ne 
reiteffltJ on l he nwi h skle nr i he- hgt-^iy i :> arnernn-is Inte: !•« Mr t'i tl -» dnes: rhis c i v all a dy 
csv It.:- .i . J :-ng ynl F fhS rentei" il | IppbaMd ■y:ni.:ni f will F( f JI kir*B k' bn: inor^J to 

Tie ■ oute fiuiimIrcuri McnHlte Drive is ttieCTCrkH te uws fur a 17 iry*«. ilia inntwrtfi* although 
w:-| the J .r:ure move cf the Sens tc Lebretcn ‘-n net sure the CTC is a tpcal dntinstaq any more. 

“la oi her 2 mam rouies under ron sidy at ten - ce-iaia Noth Corridor jui Kanau South opl-on a 1 c 
tH deal, ihe Kanin hrrrti cc ~ dr-r v.'dj d'se-wne business part well but misses the Ceitrun 
shops'Oft area .j'lii; In-twining. [ra-is.ii -ifrastruci ure a ■ l-.kIu in plat* i -nfi a. If ihe K*wa Norri. 

•pute AfOlheLrHr.il dinvis lln- 417 were wnb ■wd ! Inin* : Ihhi l on jld be* benefit. The 

{anaca Scjulh Dpl'd'isbsaii't d;p«di :□ serve anythi^p. -t ;ab«na small business pj-kbul ntbenr >e 
ieen» like a ira -nontw »re, 1 hre jg t ic* id- b. in addhten, use rdgJ*‘ i*er efthe 1 'a ii D lada 
■ail, it (.vnuld hr a 1 ravesLv to fuse ties VH'ell-jsed rath Ft :. 

accommodate more ca r»? 

City - The approved! 2012 Kenata Ttorh Bus Rapid Transit PSannng and £A Study 
datBrimned toat an overhead walkrray mnnectior between a rapid iransH start ion on ihe 
north tde of (he hlghwiy and ^e siting padt end nde on Ihe souih sade of (he higtiviey 
was ihe preferreddesinij. ABhotigT th-s study vvill iveMifldrte the optton of feidefedng the 
park ard nde Eo Bw north side of • gnway 4^7 It will very likely remain m its current 
localion due to a number erf isaues, including access anc property enpaots. There are 
limited oppcftjnfliesacmcreBse tbe size of Ife exlitir g park and ride 6et, ftewerver 
exdension of LRT will iiclude addHional park and ride lota at erthw stations, increasing the 
suer*ii number & perk end ride epieet in Kenpie. 

f YD-i'm CfHBlting vcdrjv leant rfljiWfrr the 517 -rutr 

2! if -■"£ in si, •'last aop will became Palladium wll : ■ * erte have- a tignf ice-u h \x$u an lyi ide lac- iic v 
and inrfthirtf! :■«' iicvh ay Cirp ill Nil 7 HuviipL. ,i ::j-i iu 1 i:vl Imi luviiifj. pytml >ri Apuik/ V idi‘ 

1 ns iks. 

ao« T»re wem no spote left s an pi»ba”a5STien7 w fir c ry and quite Fri.tsir.King tor 
sn m*on> aimady nsyng Si la/mondh a nt dsnuw ig to <to accd tocthe equimnnenr. ' w- 

orynetyfeto mcnlronho ikp Df the* spaces arvt lncieRst>The ot and era ad Hscmnsm JpTMdof 

ri. i’iitjl ii h. ■.■ j.f i.u ■-.=:■.■ m ... if n. !•■ ik:mI i , . i il .fk! il ...ii .■■,.• 




simple as Implemenrlng a sensv nf the onfrahrrtn ooiit ca f s catering the let likforiie' r-:y of 

Cl; us-d dLw:Rijw i <nti- jli i.udy llave. 

Cfy Part of-Our teOfk lli £Se\'srtop ng1he Recommenoad Rao fof Ihe LRT e^fensicin wHi 
be determining appropriate size and Dcalion of park and i.da 'as Cast J or ridership 
fifirecasfima N e tooe^irlyto^uggesJ w+iethcr the Carp Row? Pswk and Rde wpold be 
c osed if LH! is emended I d Kenala but the upea to that lot, and others, will be 
considered as part of our work. OC Transpo cor ducts regular monitoring to determ no 

Park and Rice kf utriizabon raics across the Ciby wmoh infoms future planing 
reqgi^eimenH 

From; TjNtjr *-uda 

Tvi 

Os; ai;..r .■ . M-re, 

AiIiJk I: RE:Ll^*-d inj^EvEiris 

Dali:: nr-ay] lu = M. EDIT LI M 3:PIV 

Thank you tor Ihe clari&cetwi amd ve will inc'ude the for the pubffo retord. 

Regards 

Anpaia 

3.i ni *urr marry pecple are adqigrhs, buvwTC-n lit his paanprltD vippren; II snevns .ret-iis 

S’io:rd Desiibried ilDtv ID pi-jn fui li.iult aiv.l 1 tfmtt Lire cars on Ihe -sjwd buC everyth fig 

WWIU '■ikf king MJ h#nt; sciin'l.hhg rul f- * no oranier Him btliig l*ided m a ileyelsOf 
goyemmere. Ihe liberals even are lor hwesdns ^ infrestrusure orejwa? like dlls one so w is 1 nee 
leverage This and f ed ice The Pme It rare s fo- mn erne nr teg these type of pyoers 

Cty - Wilreihe funding t& in* pltteihs and enryircmmtrd*; a^etimenl ftedy wfts 
proivided by (he prcMnciB and Teoeral govenmenls. The Citys r ransporl ation Rflasler 

Run idenh fires Ihis LRT extension a.s being csnslnjcted afier based on rrhEl Ihe Chy 

can curtenliy afford to build Ho*rev.c\ if additional federal and prowHicial furdnsj is Tiadre 
available ImplemenfaSisi cuuld be advanced 

Fromi 

Hnnt! frldey, lire DS,. 3017 11:33 AM 

To: Angela 

Siubjact: Re: Light a.I reute Ka-.ate 

Mo. 8 

■irnTfrem mv ' 'nri 

(: i lm M, >:: a: 1 r:1 H am 1 * F ic ■ Angrfn <A igr q ay rr filrilratva :.■ > iaimti*- 

■11 Are there- any dans In pror de a f r D^ l Fare far t is trjit few yean tr encc jraue r idersh p r 

i^te it'eal h.vi j n.n more ad-L.inred rirrio iysrem and yr-i nil^ 1 cha-p^ y!l/n^■lrhf□' , ts pais 

i.GueoecCity cttiH3S.€C/ willloi n*i Id* nt -tu dibitg^ej. s thef tv olan i- tj u i condjctlna 
a suit L^l-ii i-, neaa j-e c !■ icw L cuud iLrjyei t! re cm:- all ldsl dk OC 1 id' ape sj t, re J d' e ca i Lre 
-uaiierwi lu -etteLl rerilrtin Tlie p- nrwaioiiT 'liked due Id IikI priLesdiid vet --icm l-iai . >s lael 

P' I|K» h*vr etvtii" down ff» merit ih' 1 hv? g dy ggne np- 

Cty- This La a City policy question and oeyoadtha scope of (his study 1 will refer youlo 
m/ cohaaguea at DCTraitspo to respond to ttila quastlcri 

Hello Mr. an d Ms thank you faryoar email and oonments that wil be included 
in Ihre stadyfor tcPtedrerpticn snd as purl of Ihe paWic resend wrewlll tue udre 
you r peratna 1 inlomalion to ensure your plvacy For clarification would you 
pleaae caTflrm wtuclt of comldors 35. & or *3 you preferT II ts ahown below ter 
reference. 

Regard* 

iVigete 

!fi “I re IDniily Ilv 1 lie stjcu^lre Main i: Wan IK T l Dfi CdpC«l at 3 StOf-tt.. NOW that IfiiS DC-r df Us 
hw»(r! Mxrimi Lv-J apDMiirtvf. *il -it-am iig Ire ■ <-i CD(k'ie.ily LFm- areasrr'ail y -ii-.i- '.Hr 
si at ons md teave (fie subtrts almt ^ •' tier ics Trt» r 

Cty - Once lh«r Kanals LRT Ealension • s approved by Council, (hre City may undertake 
addihonal tend use planning studies lo . dent ty hjEure zoning chaiifie-s. In (hrevkdnlty of 

LRT stations and determine i J further intens float ion anditer changes sn land use 
designatkn arc appidpuSHc 

Ar,.gdu Tayf’ilrr P-Etly. 

Senior Praje« Ertkinew 1 Geartiuiain: (rfinriprie de prejtd 

Trarkspietalion | nanidtelion das transports 

Tren&pftilaliert Samites Department | Service Bes-transports 

Oty nF Ottawa I Vine cTotiawa 

S ansela.lJvSor^Jatrmrjjca 

9 filZSf SHD-i4 24 k v^no 

sem .creli. 2Dl V iia& FlM 

Tm Cjitei, jnao 

Sublet!. LFfT kar jLa EirlEntion - raadbdckRfx; Jtfstvd bv J line-ilrd 

.&lgtnal Message. 

From: Sent: Thursday. Juna dfi, 2017 4:24- PF.1 

To: Taylor, Anpcte 

Subject l.ighl rail roiNa Kanata 

Angela, 
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A*er tflflting the Mu te onions tor the LBT route, fhe fast OfllkM rrokeslhe 

Most £€nse economically iosislicallyand arvircnmeHally, ■ is also close 1o 
the Park and ritJes Tc us, this is th a only option that makes any sersa. 

i '-*: rV | fr^LKJJfcaCB 

S-_Ljc‘.i: Cu'i d ifliirii ;«J vdnJLc hr_ 

1tafr; life >9.3DL? JOcBODAH 

Couiallo'. I have proceed a response to these ccmmerrle if you wish to lorwato li on to tie 
resident. 

dear Ms., Ifrarh you for your email and InalghHU comments Ehol *it be included In the study for 
o onsidei s:ijn and as. pari -J Ihe oohlio reoo'd. VUe-will esdude your pn-aonaS iHcrinalirir in 
errsure ymr pricey 

This Planning and Environmental Asswraenl tfijdy requres the rcuiew of todimpaly f«a*fcile 

LRT wmido oghois is a phond* of good glsrning Thre raMfv ensure* (hat»thcnougT look art 

Ihe env norm ental impacts of each of tiwa options has Seen assessed and docmaenteG te defter 
irdorm ihe Redder raiding process. The study team agrees Vihh your mo^Ms-m the T^ans 

Canada frail |TCT| and there is no quest ai M at the imsact at an LKt comdor along Ihe TCT 
world he slqnl'cant and Ihis was documented 'or the eneiuellon shoring e red soua r e The L ttT 
letminjswi also be reviewed dLtirg the study to determine Ihe best location based an r dership 
and aTordasiliiy 

Regards. 

Angela. 

Sant tran my iPad 

Angpla rayior, P.f nf 

Senior PrpieU Ertumw 1 <3 mlionnaire pr me ipale da peo|«t 

Tj«ispWLaliun Plemliv 1 Plinffkudrm ies U <ri<Rpn b 

Thai ewnaiJ onipnaies Iran the- City ofOhara e-msul system Any -Astiib'Jtiar.:, 
use or ttrjMttt offltis e-mail cr the inform ation it L-cnttams lyathjw titan the 
bttendiai rteipienWs) is imaiaittiofLzed THaid: yen 

F runLpomTion Senates D-epjrljneni | Semite des iraisporh 

City el Otuwe 1 V*i ifOmivtra 

£iil -i r-#elB,tay br@ottBW8Ba 

9 i;si3;i n 15110 

U priiwii eowneJ c do expire fmr te uystimiv dt* wnundu do la VJ(# d'OUBwa. 

Teute distfil.wlirtrtj islilimili.iHi on i e| if..:.d'il£fj..:..l[ -:Lj toilniel oiLcte* leinteipneilisLls 
qni umawair par uae jwfciruM autia qua ski 4&iiudtaire pnjvu eat iabef&fo Je 
vlub TafiHfTLW de voba collaboratimi 

Fram; LVitriwn.. Mararne 

Sent; Tnvnfdny. Jon* w. 

SiMrfect: Ftf\ LAt CotfikhI bon jrau 1 uetsHe 

Thu e-nuril enigmafiS; from 11* tilj'tbf Ottawa e-mail system. Any duftnlmlicm, use of eopyisig: 
of this ■fmrail of the inferniatejn it contains by other tain. tire intended rccijuientfa'l is 
unauthorized. Tsanik yon. 

1- .Vwd; 

Bela's Is .i : :>Tmer 1 pti! tiyj .UeN who Sj* ! irf<> on rtf 'vetai ■ 

Lc fsfisait coiimd a era axpediie pat le syarctne do eewiiala do la VLUo d'Ottawa. Tcnu 
diatributtern, Hlihaalkm ,,m rvyircMtiuctdivn du ruumsil oil Jhh nenyB^gmmiwife Hjm a'y Irarvartpaj 
one person™ antnc quo arm itcFr.nataiic prevu rat mlcntile. Jc vow rancrae do votre 
odkihortitiiiii. 

Wa'arve 

lyiiranrtVhVilfcfiifiii 

Qnu ■ ■ r. r .'.'imtnhvTh 

lw*' jj«i bdo swi Ik In Kf l eantinanari twU rsanur: ■. 


* wjn nroi ik *...fs'o.-.s it. ^ .tmi i r.-siir ai .- u ii:-:r: . ^ 




rifaCEtwfcfoml E^to'Stti;r J pmil:-t..!^.r'.K -:s- m f ^nr^i.h-lr.- h [ 1 [vym'j 1 ; rLV."j,:a'JJfn. s vsv-. 

»h Seiran: 

sUMce b if weCke:' r«KAMUH« JU^Oji 

Sit. ■t'b-. Intil*. .*( ni'<c<]A.- 

fient: Thirartiy, lrw IJflj Z1H7II ni Ahl 

Subject: Contact IKwmaranneu, fchMn.Ljjm 

HfYS a jresr tvAchH. 

Ncae 


AddraiK 


Phone ; 


Email: 


ComiaeiLtL 1 lavs just i cad with OKEAT UlSMAV that tlic Trails Canada Trail iTCT i from Bolls 

Conitra :o 1 [unimar is btma comulcrcd for an LR.T route. Hus trail * heavi ly used by qycliVA. 
wilbfifi rmd iiars utihl ii is ibs only sale mins ojicn wbiolt to- inks n l..my cyrls He tie you ever irisd. 
cytiing on Ok Urte i:- * ifci-h ■ *■ ih' Also lo i;mpi : er i^ ihe TCT Lufllbre Thistrii] lskokikc miI 

and holovntE'y OEany. many Cajiaiiians and many ir us docinlcdi Ernie iriiirnouoy lumdco A a reality. 

Amtwhal link .mild '.tmi jm^iiMS In rcfilstv Ihisssotinn; of Ills Ir.nCCir vs- :mli] lk .Lyilij-- ii:l ■|...'i 
back intoivir oar VLTikb nf course ivould tie miles If am lb* Iie^nHaine of Ihe pmpnaed Rd la Ci'mens 

LRT Lu daour aronihllluL Bedtion el Bicl.RT' Or vt i ;l you bnQd mi nllcnme rouLe uf Oje TCT’? 

CliodsinjE the rficnptsl opilon is very pfien the oorrwl decision- and ir Uii e inSanrc ^vn whad 
would be ^KriAml and would be the IcbbI cffiricnl i -corns absurd Another thing to ocHisidtr. ll 
stems nJlnm Ui meinlhifauii is a lauaniounl curicun, hnl iIk ninjoril^ ofltie puptBabnn duo- not 
use the palladium. Abu. 91 k |ialladrjiri is aging and a new ucalec is Ixiag ounaido-riL fur Ldlrdon 

Flats, wlwdL maar tin« inayfopsiortlio Inigo functions that nronom held in IlLt palladium. Hie 
lialliidiimL is a sIilsiI isini ftdluy.Tha TCT jsiiim. .And ovee tune Hie T'CTT CM and should be 
maiiitamed ®id wiUh imkelTwi and cod and w. II not epET tkStnKl- Afc» eco-twmraii is swy strung 
and an ratEnsivc bike raite is a lar^c Bttn.crL'.jn. Look whrtt Mon/Uvnl hns «coiwp3;-shcd in a stion 

IwrtiyTnflirn*. AndWhM afiOLH Is Perils Ttiini ds VCiifDtMifcikijEnHlh ftorti Xrmlfekl Mi'r.irefll 
popslatian if also espaudtaji; r^LtBy,. but they are not ramEiderin& ahisui^ Iheir opai ruutes. Ali Iheft 
lyjc- of facitilieEare bting expanded amd enlianced dnwshout the couulry. so why arfae even 

L'D.NIilDEliU HC- dcSIiisg. part of our natural peeks triau arcus. PLLABU DO JXOT lot the TCI' opllou 
happen fur IheLRTraule 

Tfarlt jinu Mr me nna'K'irti* M<ng h^ol" rr.c t.ri«-ceri ■ -w a* odd nil »lh« pW 

ReserCS 

Asgsra 

FrtHii! Skin: n Lr.J^, .U lEto, JOl? •; K im 

To or.H■'■■■jjj 

Cr Caen. Smc; TT^adPirh, Socp-’m 

AiajiAL - . ,PF Cj-W"- l> i i r. ...L #.. juiva. j j. J- ik -- 

Tfcsink ;w A»|*ii. 

Lourdw ^ ti dw iTPtBH-rt epHen A+ -p tbe feUpw-ii® wasens' 

+ r. UUJ Ui- put jF Lnd. Iccdian- T-V:iIr: . Tciry The. Eiylu^nl 

- h LUir piiiiid lu dii 15 7. ubidilunijs ir r hhjlcI m h...-_ dix knir eiueeix ±ijj ituJehIf 

» lk* Vipilk? snJ afHmliiUMl kClU US 3E,u.a- Siu l.g |l i jijijv lnEJSsrariiL-flill lfliplTl *f iia*k 

da Tun OS. JM7. ai tftfM atf^Ioihr, Anpili.’i jimIl l « t >i ■ "nn 

Isis M'. . iiuhk yuu Iff yvui U" ci ui c VUut s>" wte ;■ al -. f L<- r-.luffj-a ri 0 o dully lui 
e-PS wruHor. end « K»t t' |w p ; rv.rr.vj s-Tsf «S *\ 1 eLtuJe al narrow 

Mrineliun fc-ui.suru joriPciirliJtly W< ncUdno -i5«« •• -iv nlcil s.f tf CsmJur a s Uic 
::Tinpsai ertleo am dess* ewvkk hi v-: - doba-i: 

Time: June 8,2fll7 at 11:0] wit 

IF Address; LW.95.J42Jfi 

CmlHid Finn I"RI. :_Mlriv. 'maii a-miL-i t :::iriAxml ml. [-n IcoBmavilkniHim i:um 

f^en! by an iificsilied riBlrrlii ynivsait. 

=?ijgDfJt 

Aj^-ela 

Aiieal: Taijci, P.ETiy. 

This e-niuil LiriphiafeH 1 trail Hie City ufOllavta E-inail uy-ttnr . .Aaiy rfeirihul ion, nae nr ccqtying of 

Ihis e-rnatl w the mfomKion it curjlains by other than Ihe intended reapkiiHisI is unautherizec 

Thank >mi. 

Piv <r ot,«» i Wi. 

B !i±7rn5;ilw.«vlw*iijr 

X Ofei-iy-riu-, 1 5 ' Kiijln 

Lc [irdsHit oouirid a rite ccpddic par lc sytecnLE deoauLTids dc la Viilc JUHawa. Tautc disiributuaL 
nti Ilssuoil on reprothidiou du emu i id uii dos i li iscirg icmcr il s qm s'y ii ouvEnt |*r him personne aulro 
cue «n cesticaUirE pie™ est iuteidite. Je vous re ilj ere Lc dt vulic ctrilaborafioti. 

Suth! , Art CO. if Li T.S1.CV 

fe? r'f.T, Er^lr. 

&: m-=.i, ]-*■< 

a^fw.1: FvJ: UHTSWuei -F^AKk *MU»aiCt* S-ih H.-o- 
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Hi Angdi, 

l<iupi<u*Ht*hktlcI'fiodw^LmyiK juim<od<d ::rion i sins foruiicitii U' J 

TI..E#. Fxh^iun. TWIIro: flw: eImHee it nr.Uiur rwi-t. 

IFjmu V'llU lib* mm mfrnr aliiv ui why T tdicw tS-jt i- lli£ njdim niai’T; 

lorraui. ] nu iiw# ihm luri'j- ■<» ifl=$ tiww.1 

Ill Jll-. I-'U. 


L ru iu Sum* El-feU UlEFrEF.!. 

Fim ’Qoei.Shid’' 

I»eH= fcw* U(iui0L7 !'3tii] I'M 
t« 'q*4i. ShiJ' ta> 

intern UU iiMiDH tm«isl*n J trftiik K**n««f| hy JiUK i’i< 



Ihhftfm well -liiHudi-i? wirh r<w-i pamnpflnis Ftomwlfim 
ilia wai-end tomniuii n and it Vras. ureal iv-ies res.ideFii'ii vt> 
tixiarjwl ajiiJ dating gun-liuas- ui bix.li an nri|.^i(aril Uji™i In* lire 
Inline cd StiLLH flle. 

TV IkHV-ririj ,1 r;rnt.= ,' i" pftmrirl *prllV|<. ■ :.j-llirHj r|tn UmimflT iV 
! n I fwir*i-;inii teinn ■ifrEVlic m |M IlHdum-- WrriLiari Jliwi 

repined teedbick rrorn tcmmurnlv members. on their thoaglrts. 

A li.'Ul gf 1 3 puWnLki SLUlidUh Walt Idetlllfletl, IlkhUJIrU kXdMdlft 


Frain ilijtjf. to ufla 

Tin 

Cr. r-r-nT ■ V-tyr 

«i6Jiy-ti -! • n i tir* ifcm 1~, ■ r j^yrt jtocf-oe' 

I lull-: Primy, Lrc W, 301? 


Hello Ms.. Ihanli you for your email and your kind words of wreouragenwnS is vary much 
■Ptmcliled Yfti- connfntftn will be Included In the «udy for tcmfckxsllon end « pert of 
the pubho record. We will exclude your personal nTcnTw:icn to ensure your pdvfeey 

Regards 

Angola 

Ar^ala Tnylflr, 

beniar Project Lnginecr | bevhc-ioaim principala de prajed 
Tran ip rut alt on Planning | iMnnif rxtin r. lies trrimpflFt; 

Trar.vpntdtQn inrestos Ceaanmgn! | Sctvilg cos transports 

[tty of Ottawa I Villa d'ETh-awa 

S3 u'i^ul-i .nTi,'vi 5]j'::U+.'vj,H:a 
a [.ici-Jruflsti^iD 



Sent; Th-i-iday Xins 06, 2017 7:59 AM 
Tm Tajiar. Angela 

SubJeeEa LRT Kanato Eitensten ■ tLgjport cf carridar D 

Good m onurifi Au^els, 

['m wndjig Co Li iJltth yon of iny support 3 oj com do j IS JuIIchui^ the juvranslkiii of options 

furtiw LRieirtedmon 

I do not supficrl: eomtKn 5 m il miiwcH ksy EXiBtiqg put and ndcjwwiiB rani lias raegntivo 
nr-gaKis k ihe nuluml nfvmrainiufnl 

I ent v«y ayyaiUt oonidot IJ due to flto nulural ait'ijiMuriLa'jta] i:it)s>cb. My ffevntj--and tHcraii 
uaa tfie TTanaCHnnda Trail raRiiwly in llmi of ui olor vsIucIes aihlK would lw n Inipe ilelenmsiir 
to our community to hai'o the Usiu impacted for LKT puipeecs. 


Tliahk you for your TRTft on meh an idupoflaiiT inidaiivc for Grtaws and its surrcnaidijig airas. 
Kind regaida* 


'this o-maiJ rmguHiLts from the Utty ufUdawH o-mml :y:-Unri ^\iry shstnlxubiMi, aw or CKyyiiig 
of lild* B-ltnlil or rlM jilfnilualioli il ooiilililii try nllibi IIimii Itie julnykl I i: : 

unanduirizod. Thank you. 

Le present couniel a ete expedie par Le syetenre de coumels de la Vifls (TOnawR, Ttrafe 


Fiemi T*!^ fTadu 

Tjji 

Cl: ... * i. U; l -. 

bulbil: El Vjtx* LfeT K.i-L-r, 

D-j." r r*. 2317a JI.CH X J 


^elio M- rhgnk you \fj yc?ur errail and comments IhaL wi| bemeluded in Hip study for 
OQnsidarabon and as par! ai tha puLlio record. We wil a -, elude your personal information to 
enaLie your privacy While rf& sludy indicates a te'minus at Hi a Canadian Tire Centre as 
siovm in Ih* City s Trartsportation Master Pan, the study wil b« rsviswngIh* best location 
to tcTTiinEile the LRTbesod on t dership anc : affordao' ly. i agree Ihet© is uncertainly 
ground the Tulurt of IbeCanadian Tire Centre bul Ihi.e: w acluelly presenl nf^>nrronll|es rai 
Glure dsvelopmenl to support an LTT h the wldnlty should it haeorne Ihe terminus. 

Rega'dS. 

Angela 

Aueele Tsyler, n-EnCr 

boniar ProjsLt tis^ina-sr J Un-itkinnairfl prwiiipJc depioject 
Trau-^Hirtallun Planning J rtanlflraTJn*! de;, trampor-l-; 

Trau^pertatien Sanjicet Otpartrvwnt | barvicodus. Iransperli. 

Cily df Qttawi i Villc d'Ollnn 

]£ aneulaileylor^puttdwa-ca 

kr nijiyc: ;>■ rfliibjio 

—Ortgmel Message- 

Frcm: 

Sunt: Wednesday. Jure 07.2617 9:33 PM 

To: "syor An^is 

iubjed Kjsnelft LRT extension 

- Angele. 

■iusl wantedloprovide sreuc Teedtack on Ihe ccrndor decisw fv the Kanata LHT 
artensjcn 

Frstiy. I am not sure why ail emphasis s bu ng pla ced dr the Canadian Tre Centre being 
he end of ftr» lucabai Afler Ihe Se-naters leiucute to lebreion Ffals, will this spot be w 
•VdesiinatorCM-iy Siriher? I am nd s>3 sure 

Whh that sad t support corridor 13 fen the edansicr w.lh lha pOlentral toeklend the linelo 
he grow rig 91 eu orailt^fllK 

09 rckx-13 (fsuuses en existing tell bed frem which further extension could easily be 
made (a.g. toCarleton Place). 

don 1 ! think it makes sense louse corridor £ as th s ccrridor already supports a major 
fnn sportation system, namely he *17 I Ihink H makes more sense to spreac the moicr 
han spoliation syslems across the city rather than Tocualhem all Hi one narrow corridor. 

Thank you for considBring my wr ewa. 


From: TjjNtjr *--odn 

Tm 

AlhjPEl: ftE.£WnmtEmUlT 6 d(Mi*-. 

□me: nt.^. 3u e [3.3017 J11M 


Hello Mi . Ihank you Fre yow email and you r ins s>i KjI comn-unls lhal will twradueJed ir the 
stuck/ lot con sidenal on and as pad of the public record. Wa will exclude ycur personal 
information to ensure your privacy 

Regards 

Angela 

Ar^ala T j/lnr. ^.Eny.. 

Seifiur Mroiuct Engineer | Gertiftivneire p-rir.u pnle de prajEct 
TranspartxtLDn Planning | Manification dc r . Iranspart; 

I ran,spurtaii.cn SirMis DaparimBnl | ^ervue c bs transports 
1 rty of Ottawa I Vi 1 ' u d'Cf! awa 

X .insnia.fffy ::*ScH.iwj4C.i 

a cij-i :ea-247flj(is7]D 


s*nt! 'dediltoMi', Jim* UT. 3017 3 U4 AM 
To: Tarter. frngH* 

Subjects Corn rr erf & on LRT Extension 
Hello. 

I am writing to provsde my oommunts en the dropoaad rouwi Tor the LRT extension 
and would like to sate a strong preference for option S as the most straight forward 
option 

Opticn 5 to me is a non starter because of the damage tc natural areas and the 
unnecessary costs that aatax payers wiili pdyfor tut that only some Kanata residents 
may denufit from. TaLmg March Roac and Teiry Fox abo adrfea jog hi me iouto that 
extends the amount of time tor the train tc reach its primary endpoint destirafiohs, 
Optkn 13 is also a poor option ^en the removal of natural area access and the 
encroachme-nt nr. natural areas. It also makes tha route longer than it need be to 
reach its encoolnt destinations. 

Gptfcin S makes sense m terms pf reusing ar existing access route and the exatirg 
Park, and Rides It also has the faige^st chance to Increase rictership because every 
commuter stuck In traffic will seethe train pa King them that could be getting then 
home faster were they on it It can a lso help delay further widening oJ the main 
highway andths associated costs. 

Thanks, 
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HH; o Ms., Ittaiih you lor yotr email and commends that will be incumed in the study for 
csntldertbfln und (K*er( of (*e public recoxi We ■*■11 extiu* ycurptnoniil infwnBtlon E< 
enstT your prrvecy 

RsgeitJs. 

Tracis 

htt^aUi ray lor, w-6hb- 

S-unlgr Project Fncki«*r I Gpflionriidffi principal u deproirtst 
TiwiV'Qr'tilKiri Pennine j PbnSlImkrti. ties transports 
Tran^Hirtatlnn SntiEK Cbipartriwnt | Itonii forint Ira n^pnri; 

Cil^oFOttawa • Villo b'Oiiaiua 

an-gi'ia.Tav 'orfl'gtTaaraiji 
SI If 13) V.C 


Sent Wedne!*?. June B7.. 2D1711 IB FM 
To:T*rter, Anqela 
Subject; LB.T Kdruld 

Good afternoon Ma Taylor, 

1 am a StEtniJEo Rrflhfcjit Osirevleyr of die fluff LRT option* bring corraidcifd tor 
K.iiici.kL , Htilfaville..iill my mipfiurt. wbuld Iw; bthiriul Lhe (rorridiTT {J|rfiini K Tliis fH-ivvidux 
raoilloji- ocntraliBcd str-ico with Jiiiniiiial i.-ups^t to the atvironmenf and EULroa.'idint 


] would have n^iu StaiU renyvatioLU about ure ofthe Tibjie Cmaia Trail CComdor Option L3) 
flw its «&l[J@caI illi§i;u.~l fplaiiLt Uunaiul Ji fe> atld titvaiive ' 

(walking, hiking mtiiiuj UtfLUlftlexidrtltJF ofttiiis anau. 


[fii? u-rliadL '.-ltfriiullist ftam feGih' of Ottawa fi-iruri.1 i’. steiri. Ar$ JixIrihudciL uafr itf LtipyiiLji 
of this o-.itaLI of flic iivftfjiiadic.il it oontauia by odusr dnan the intended ntcijuciuty) is 
unauthorized. Thank yoo. 

I,o pnSaeuf ooumtH a ore L&pcdio pajle syaraaie doaoufridls do la Villo dfQrtawa. Touro 
diflteibulwji^ itiliBiition mu raproduoticii du cuutthI nit dew rMiweijrawniwite i|ia a'y Ircmvant par 




R'tuau .hhk mt>w in flnn nn nor w i 


i'j j^.r.'.-iLinJ and jar ctw JWds? •nroniiar.'oei 


From; Munin " ■ ■ ■'• .hi mi— ■ • J 

Seat: Wrdnnuinj, J«.ll!C T > 31 r K:'..': t,1 
HeSsetyShflC r f ■ .. r ;a> 

Wbjecfcib ■ : iT tarala F Ftfnrvn - Fnednnrc K- i .' 0 jri 

U Oal‘1 - dv. ■■■. J:hJ Mis VD»: a Im^jmI*! Ii if- i - lj • J'4 uiM i.l I * IHT .||| I. Fblwlldl" 1 


■QMrt S-nJ •, 
CtaWHKf liiffcr 


lutyeiC LRT IJVHd E’le-iFr* ■ HriLiIO PnldMaU LyJ-lt i ro 
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Fnjrni frois 

T-d; 

Cl: . h i, i H . 

S.jh.^1: f£ Lf-Ttaljr*. 

Ddl* Tl Jj 1= 02. 20.7 3 :o 3] 1M 


Hello, Ihank you far your email and your cTnrrBnts lhat wit be deluded in Hie study for 
ccn sider ebon and as par! ci th a public raced No It that we *iH exclude al personal 
informal: on lo ensure confidentiality 

Regards. 

Angela 

Angela TaylOr.. P.Gi%. 

Senior Rrejed Ejsjsine-er : GaiiiMintfiE prindp^E dapreiett 
lr*H'4Kirtaiiori PlnnrtirtK I Wiruficatiirfi d*i transports 
Trbnqpdfintkin Scrwees Ocjjonrnent | Somite tics transport* 

■Lily of Ottawa < ViHo ri'Ottawa 

77 . a!i§ela.Uftatifitcii Cdwajca 

3 (£131 MO-2A24 x liLSLO 


—Original Message- — 

From 

Senf Iterfriesajay. JuaeO?, Jfll?’ a AM 
To: 'aycr Angela 
Subject LRT to K&riala 


Hello, 

E leasc add mo to your email list farighf ra project to Kanata. 
would likcio add my comments, I'm? beer pushing far light rail lo Kanata To- years 
First even Iflawyi l live la Kanata Worth I Ihink what makes most sanae is Her LRT to run 
along the high way instead or North or South route ELut I danl agree with all the stops - It's 
like a milk run. You need stops at tie 2 park and rides in Kanata iMarch/Ea^cson and 
Terry Fcxi. Those 2 staftons should be :he inkiest preonty and built and completed first. 

Mo etner fteiion theuw bogim wn*tmc«on unf Bi«e 2 siMiont dre fully opereticnei 
mv> Because you have 2 park ard rides. Uric a place alreacfy desagted far pick up and 
drop oitrs. Next Ihe CBy should Jocus on tu d -io nore sta-ions only at locations It can 
secure land far bddhkndJ park and rides - so if you can get something close to (and just 
east efj Kanata Awe that would be great. And then another park antUide near 
PieledlurrVHhM, and one more el Carp Road, 

3et*'een carp Rd and MareNEigl*Hn an you n«d It 5 nations.' 2 at enisling park and 
ndes, and 3 at kKamotis the Crty can build addtioral park and rides. A Carp Rd stalion 
must be i the plan, and Ihcsa dhar extra stabens in tfia plart shoifld be remorec. Make 
sure them is enough ddan04 between stations ard net a mere 2 to 3 ftns dh erwise you're 
going to ha.wc tastily under utilized stations and too many slops. Additional stations can be 
addad whan there ts sigrwticerit demand and the L> slat an s became too busy. 

Alsb, tha city should Iqcus on getting a new line up from Eagle son/Mar chi to run North along 
March Rd and extend all Ihe way to March and Tarty Fra rrlolhe High Zbavh area lhat 


employees thousands of people This lire would be busy in both dfcedions everyday. 
Gelhng peqpe to foe high lech oftce and gedmg pecple who live |n Kanata march lowerk 
downtown 
Thank you 

Thir e-mail imprest** fmm Hie City ufOdrewa e-mail ryxtem. Any disfciWliviw me or rowing 
of tide c-juall or dm ii Jcnnaticii Lt coKShlue by isther than the inteftlfd icdpicutis) ip 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

I as preaerit coutriel a dti exii*hc |-s; i h >■■'■ -= I=■u :k cm.i r ,i;r :k-1 a Vi !k- Jo kirn u IV.iiIl 
ddatribeticiHj udhaaticn cm toiwoducticm du courricl ou dee itnaoiincircmB qui Yy douvant par 
inic.: i>i.Tj«Tinii; iiiLln' qitu khi iJi^liimliim*- iixtv n i::-l nnl n i+i II- .Iu vmiM irawnaR lit VplM 
ooJlnbofKtoii 
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Frarm Tdrfs.J.. Qrgdo 

T*i 

Gr:: '*qii ■ r-'-.-gr - 

Biibjm; M.' I -11» ■ t-Tij'i* 

H*cs THjxrkr* Ixc ill. JCrJ 'j 0\ 4i iM 


HSiD Ms., 1 fuanh you lor your email and your comment that will !>e inducted in th c sluefy 
'sr considcrOw and tt pjri of tie public record i^ole ihetwe w* exclude til penontl 
infgmatcnlo ensure ccoltdenlialitY 

Regards, 

Angela 

Amgpia Taylor, p-Ehb- 

Junlgr Project &nc{n«*r ( tii»;-1»onn.urn prfcifJpate dw project 
TrMiw'EalKn'i p lannine | Ptirrllitaljflrt ties- transports 
Tran^jwirtatbin ^rwpi CbipArtrvwnt | '-Hiniii-j* dpc Iran'qtiirl; 

Cily oFOttiwa Milo b'QHauia 

angel ads? onfl'glT,n«raij 

si I.ci3) w —4. saw 


—Original Massage— 

From, 

Sen! Wednesday. Jura 07. 2017 7 55 AM 
Tp: Tt/cr .Angela 
Cg: Oadri. Shad 
Subjacl LRT loStntswfle 

Sthtsvillc IS a ewirmmdy that re-qures the best daily (ransporiatron especially LRT 
far dally com mu I era. 

Dent large usFII 


daily 262 bus rater and long lima resident of StiltEville 

This e-mail originates from the Cily of Ottawa eHmail ayatem. At^- dfttritmtieiL use BE copying, 
of this or tine LtfontiafcML it contains by odior than Aw krittiadcii rcToajii’i-JLtfa'i is 
unauthorized- Thffint yon 

1 £ priiffifiL GLUimel a ^te eapfrlia paT la aysl am e do cuitmela sis la Villa iPOriawa. Tools 
■JtftnblUKHi, olilirjjiMTn h.mi rvjin.-M>iiCtfni tin ruurrrel on dm rteiacigtWfflcilta i|m ■ 1 'y Itolivcnl pm 
• iriL-- i^isutmie siiilre iplc mu ili'id; rxalniTO prdvu tsl mien Li to le Voltl totic:tcsl l ilc viilre 
oalMiamion. 


Fram Hbtr. */ jjda 

Tfll 

ttitjjnrh fL ■r To^Wiriu* i-'ir- 

.. fluxl*. Lur.tft Alt-} Cfi:'S if* 


Hello Me. thank you far your email and your comments Ihal will be moulded in she study 
Tcrcomderatioe endi m pa*t of the cubi c record Nett Ihst we will exclude e-ii perteme 
inTortratier. to entire ocnfidentsafily. 

Regards 

Angola 

Ar^aFa Taylqr. K&ltf- 

Scnior Project Lnyioecr | Lievlic-niuire principalw dr projed 
Transpwtalinn Planning | Flnnif cation rtf'. transport; 

■ raraportali cn S-nr,r-:cs Ccaarrorn! | Berviu c nn transports 
City of Ottawa I UlIFu d'tJtiawj 
id £> ii'l;! fJV 


Sant: Wednesday, June 07,2317 7:57 AH 
Tdi Qodn, 5nac: Taylnr, Angela 
Subjccb LRT to Canadan Trt Caiter 

JirJIuttely l' eud.til Lire Ctadtf a Itu-oulu luib nltli j icule :d utummudilie Miuity Juitrittiul lucinilB 
SMHjs'iLUt au-.l lt'j«r (rifling it trim Cup. .lliumlv. Cirltlnu Fjct, ewvu i: tv ii- Atwijhi. A Li* «I (ireide U » 

eetoaiulji tu Hiat <011111 [imn- mil lm Tiling, m aUlyltu «i»l. 'JSillr Til llilt [-i.i^lLmii. Uwidw t nuitt «eU d 
Bou: 'jii 31.111 k-l wibadKdfe* Jot Muds idrbofiMlI^g aoih 1 u Mud* Urv«v lu Kinuwiud^t bUtlm-jll* 

TMg ornail ougutatcif from tlie Qty of Ottawa c-juail Eyatoin. Any distributiojL uw or oajiyiii^ 
cf dus e-mail cr due inlorm^an it ccinSainp by cdber thia Itie j^ternkd rBcipientfi^ is 
njiHudicjia«t. Thank jitol 

Lc pnierat cotitrid a ^ cotjubdit par In eryjfiai'.c dc coiimcla dr la VIDc rfOnawa Tonto 
(liHCrihuliiiri, utitiuliMi nn wqimiiliichiin du et'iimi’. nil ilur nntn'iitriLiiu'nils qiii sty tmnten.1 put 
ime isersdime wiLte qiie nm ieslrimbtixt iinevn e>;| inleniilie .le vlmis Tcnerdc Je- VLilr-e 
COllabOTHdiML 


ffuml T-arip-j Hnodp 


Ff«n; Tij?kf 

T4?; 


repi 

CZ: r ^4 J,- ' 1. : HkliCi 


Oe.: .9l .-M- - 

Sulr^cl: Fa" ■ im -v ■ *r .-r a 1 ■' ' > i±,> Ur 


£iIiJk 1: RE: :RT vjvjrjt-Zvtor* n 

DdWr T 1 UiiJLap, k Oi. iSK 


Duli:: nuvio,, Jj-±06. 2DL7 CfA 

Hello Mr. thank you \<j your email and you! comments Ihol wit be «iduded in Ihe study 


Hello Ml . Ihank you Fcr y«g email snd your oommenls that wih be includedm Ihe sfudy Fo r 

tor oaisideiehon and aa ^ait oi tn a public record \ ole :hat wa wM encluda all parsonal 


core Jereticr and as pad oi the aub 2 record. Hcte lb at we will exclude all perecnE 

infomabcnlo encura confidan lialily Wa will hoiyever add ycur 1 ar ia lo the ge neral 


information bo ensure conlidenhE iy 

mailnp list for fulm updalaa. 



ftegarcis, 


Regards. 

Angel* 

Angela 



Au^Plfl Taylw, n.Fqp. 


Ar\yela T-eyldy. P.Enjf. 

Senicr Pm feet Enuineei 1 Geslkninavre {wind pale ile pi ojeti 

Surtiur ^h-ojeU EiVEineer I GaitkMn&ke prMcIpele dapieiiett 


1 ransportiib on Planninn | Planihsotior des- transporti 

TrwiaiK'rtaiidn Planning. 1 minHicBl^nn ties Iranspeils 


Trji-.ipwt.Micn ietviUk Deparlmenl | Service GES transport* 

Trnnepdi-tefidn Service Dep&rtmcnt | Siruiee des. tmnmunis 


City oFOttawa 1 Villa d'Otiawj 

City el Ottawa 1 Vine t'OHiwa 


~T. an^ela iayioi ^ctidrsvajOd 

X- anprln inf, nnjtC (itTHMig f 1 


S .blii bF?d-Z12ri x 1S2IL! 






Fluml; 

Sent; v^adnesday, June EFT, 2017 7-dM AH 

To; Tajkar. Angela 

Scnb V.'eosda # June 417, 2017 7:39 AM 


Gg; Qadt'i Slind 



To, TcjIdt, Angela 


Subject; LRT Its imb» BUen*bu 

Sublet; Please e*d me ki Kanata LRT Study List 





1 iiieia SliFliialtentid CAfiidorK is iheliesl ii)>tiim The«nfiner ihelwdler 

tkwd Mum mg.. 




A absolute ao ft Cotudor 1J whtdt cffiielB tho Tratis-Cajiada Trail 

Please cmi yoti swtd liiy niiirte la Ibc Kanata LRT Study bit., aw Ihal 1 miv receive updated 

I n&c duo TratiP Ciuwnia Ttail dumjgtfiflut tha yoar aiuf am Miwcmcd that ftcre ia OMiaidciHldaD 
for the LRT to osc this land- it is a central IljIj fee our cotmtimiiy to oijoj r iccrcartiaii meet 



rieiphliLirim, araleirimy Ihe diverxe jjdrml nnH rniiiriql lift in iheima* 


This o-iuall oii j.utatea from Lh,? CSly of Ottawa oiLiail iyatati. Any diartiibutioiL. itre cir c?jpi.in^ 

Tbatik Yoil 


ofliiiH ir-Trntil m rhwTnfnrnitiLn.Tnd onrtuiiw by hIFu-t 1 limi IheiiHuiahidrodjitniL^-ii 

imwuitoriiEHsi. Th«k jmL 



Lt preseot cocuriel a ^ expedk par le- s^ eteji -1 do cocrrieli de la Ville ifOttasoB. Toute 
diebrituvitiflii utiliiatnnn ou n^ioduetiou du c-c-un/ir] oti dr? mKctfnaiaojiite qui Bomriit par 



ime isnscjinie ,ulLtc qiw sun JesliimiiuTe {irev il esLinlertSle Je vueis ennereie it vuiie 

cdlabcsaaoiL 

Tbif e-TnmI. odgkiaha Ifum ihe dtj- of nttnwH e-Trail sysfem Anj r diatrihuboTi, use or ccipjiuji 
of this e-TiMil of flue mRrraatHHi it OMttHLiia by odier Tbaufte interided redjri.eiitfa) ia 
unautliunaed. Tlwil. y<Mi 

Lo pr<M+.:ntl coumd a etc esprfic par lo aystbrn c do oounielB do Ja VtUc tfOttawg. Ton to 
diatnbubuii, ulihidtknitw Rfmoiludicm du cuumol nil dca ■Koisuvwmwitp i|in a'y treuvent paJ 
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Pnimi T-Mrlrr, 


staksholrie-s were Ir.vited. Greatly appreciated. 

To; T-ttki, Cruj-x • jgm. 5jty.it, ! 

Ca 


You did a g-est job of sharing e lot of infornst on s -an- snot amount of time. oivan tbe 

But-Joni Ft: r->jJbfcxK Karro Lijr. " □! ~~ordz Ti P*jnrg xtf rrfArormaM flora’’rot StNtt 

"imLp'jji i fc> Bm kvi luisJliiiu-i Lx -ill 


tiring 1 fett rt was vary thoroudn and 1 eporec ate thst you took tnat time to revtE w each o? 

11-■ jm! rr^. Ur lli. ATJ :i : I- ■ 4-1 


'die 1:! ‘Oiim ti j!.,u*eS. 1 fjnappnx.i.iti! >1 ... . is :. t.-.ye Mictcrrr ... lousi-I <huu- .jll 

WlwhFHfnta ^ r ,-J S 

■ 1 K O' IV- ^■: 


Chess detal * a productive way. My :w c-:Irlsii wviulrt : t■..: : «yjsa very cr-e sidae 

iLPT * FI >KL A M 


cyiva 'sat or l ii-tei^iir this vsasa co-tsiit$?-on in trao vau waned feedback ffurn these 

Hi, itWH^MJEotec you at the open house and es we» end^iift mry Biologies for the 
later eas or Ihi-s reply Attached Is our response to your questions noUri bel&v and for 


soakeh^lde "s. 1 th nk you dc - bet tne For’nac ^as -1 cons jc re to true d rsrusslcn. 

ease, 1 reproduced each guesilon on the attached and prodded a response clrectty Also 


beme other oommerte and guesbonss 

attached isihe high level cualbBriion summary as requested. Fed free tefor^ardlhe 


".1 \.l-ill looiffettforcl toitftOiviriigthk•> 'it.fi. wt::. <JjIja: libKtdwoifs 1 gUaMIUOvO 

attacnec onwards or to anyone 1 have missed. Please lei roc kntw if you haw anyfurthe - 
queslcm or concern a ir you wltf to meet to dseuss ihis Anther 

Regards, 

Angola 

1 rfin - i! avbr Angela 

Sant ThLmday, Hay lit, JDa7q2:»PM 

TotPrtzpptrick, Stephen 

Subject: RE: Faedbboek - Karate Lght RailT'ansit (LRT] !ito ukm Fam] and Ermrormertal 


dfeti bv.t: ■ :h* f»rk!0s&. fcthis. pH-t sia? AdmiMxtf yi'"i -lit tjss?k M i'd like 
vc cersts re ihfe je^a Qgeittatb* anc comps rsr vi are much mere sebficth* - but ir $ hard 
on s 'f-.s wtth deta. Anyth*r^ you ran sha- r a vr berte r ec jid me to dee w-rh any Issues met 
ar =e ""remths business community. 

2,1 dc have quest ers around the fine - r f model. 1: v»esrt c scussed yesberday. ircemtana 
•-11 •- ;b;^S' :* '■ nsjl fumed huwi-w wi: i:d 1K' .- • t ; iu:::d i cl l..:X:.i ii In h.: uru ysS. ¥■ r 

there were ctfier sources o' funding wth the a -port mndeil wdd tin:- iot factor Inb :>• 
rjute anilviiSr 

3. '.vere the TOO lor at dps measured c jartoatvely? as -■ as : appears to me met me TCO 

Ni t ju$ warned la Icudh base to say lhanh you once agaen for attending the meeting and 


arees ercurd C T C end trie kanata -Month e:h ;: arr are equellv weejTted - end 1 would question 

f t>r your comments. As an inilial response to your comments and based on your feedback 


thus. 

and Feedback Ehal w heai-d fiom Ihe 2 other oonsullabcn nwejings we will be undertaking 

X hrore compBehedsiwieview of some Of the Corridor alianmemtS inehtfiffj One to the 


-■ I's^Ctywide mp«3cif enp oyn-ent m enata North Ktjn coretdeiod? -v- 'he 33.COC 

<anata North Business Park. 1 can understand your concern In thal our presentation 


,cbs Tithe Kanata North lechi Pediare v^gll oasrinEiabsthat here a ripp e aFfact across the 

appears as If Ihe conclusions have already bean ealadlahed. however 1 can reassure you 


e -e City, 1 its err oloymsrt sjode r^nfrioute; o . : .i! till c r. tc Csr^da's 'SCIF ast yasr -.ir. 

h ejI your comments are taken seriously and any reccmmendafions Hie ^udy team prcscrls 


■nducas S3 bnic-n tan revenue forai 3 leve s c--" goverrmert end S3 ?C.3.m-i lion direct y to the 

Co Che public is preliminary. 1 will however prowdc a full response to all your coTiments cany 
neriweek Feel Tree lo contact me Ter tUrttre r questions! orconcerns. 


CHry of ptsawa w oh talent being the ft 1 ss-ue '"c r this community ens jnngeasy access 
ec ^ates to continued fsiciwth \vh :h be neflts the s ntlre 

9est regards. 


Z. Last y rgrmd me how eoonerr =c oaveloome-'t e^d an-otyngnt support are induced --trie 

Angela 


re—erg ertigra? 1 tnrnk 1 missed tms. 



ThanKE in arhiance For you time and cedkatlon to such a critical prajert For ourOty. 

From i 


!Vary tharks. 

Scnb Wacncday, H&v 17 . an7S : Q5 am 



ToiTj-tIdt, Angela; FteEMtridt, Stophsr 

Subject: Feecbbadt - Kanaka L^trt Rat Transit (UTO Enteninn Planning and Environ mental Assesmient 

Eaidf: Imitation- to H-usmest Gwwutatbn Group 



Gccd mcminfiAneafe. Stephen and jelrsa. 



~|LV ■ vii 1 f0» 1ht‘vciyf'MirjJiJiiih pri"i!T-;:il |;m y -,: r'rdny and |<* t-m iriuyltnl mhi 
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Frami 

T*i 

Cr: '1.1*1 vhw-t-t iv Nf.-J - * -■ 

fikib^Kl; ft.: •■-ar-r? Lfi : btrarn 

rirt-r. nodufar, Ve or. xrJ tci 3H : :i 

rr«rt TjFi*3'>.'iije* 

!ii Aid'll: II ‘II 1 ’ hlinjii i Frooi Atftixk SO; jtV: hr - l/n yx-j 

[Men M _[»:■ Lv.anj u. :ulsi k- 

Hallo Mr., thank you for ycur email an d you r commnts lhat wit tw mcludcd in me study 
'sr considcrtthw umi as £*ri public retoid iv&le that w* exclude til periontl 

infamatCrtto enttitotcolWtiiliality 

Hfllo Mr , thank you fyr ymir small aod yoi: - wnrfls of onwjuragsmant WqIb (hat the Wue dsttpiS 

Hhe Indcabaa the limrtB far Vie Community Design Plan that was completed fer^anals ildest and Is 
not a popotte LRT com pgr. twureemmtntswil bt inctidid m me study br cent delation and » 
part Q'the puble rEcortf and we *«li puc l- Ae all pErsonel Intirnialloit to ensure euntldEnhallty. 

Regards, 

Angela 

KeD-arM, 

Angda 

AnzsUi Taylor, P-Gnv- 

Janlor Project M|(nv4r | Gertioiiriwini prtoA-lpjte da project 

TrMi^Kir'talKii'i Planning j MinHitalisn ties transports 
lr«i^MirtJtlnn Sarvieot Department | Sorvif* list transport ; 

Cily cl Ottawa. 1 Villa C'Ottawa 

■ a ns-r 1 S-Ti VXi r lj* Ottawa,ta 

( f&13J 5*>iCi4k laid 

Ailgrla Taylof s r. tiij, 

^nlor Project Englnm" i rMimmsilre prliKlpiilt' ito pm|nn 
'1 raiih|.oi rniMin Plaimii^ Ptaiilllradoii dpslian^ioib 

1 ranspoLtalloLi Ser^lees iXprartuiKiiS Scrnlee dn tr nuspeets 

City «T (JnatTfi 1 Vtlle rt'CMa-wa 
^7 anndh.laviurfroil awa.ea 

9 (61 =i] mi l ft 

Softt- ■ .ic^dsf. Hint (16, 2D17 10:13 FM 
to: I'eylcr Angela 

Ce* Ondd SJnid 

Subject! Ka-iet* LRT EcteAsien 

-n iK.j?.Y r Vno «v 2013 9:» m 

Ta: Tajlcr, Pr^l: 

Subject: F- 1 -d: UTT Onsta E^tendon - FecdaadL ReqLislEC by Ice Zlrd 

FTi Angela. 

As it ieeULenl ofIII*! ] arwimti- Lmniniuii Ly in M li'Jsvtl le, 1 gun *jvm wlufIm iupcly in fiiviMir of 

Corridor S. siori£ the -117. !tr appeans to offer the leas: diEnrption to imslt up icadontLsd and 
business arras. As welL it would ewui to present the lesser direst to areas of isatnrr. such be 
die Tran* Cmatla Trail. 

Ae a fttittsYille tesickfU J Eqipoil (Jk- prsforred aptioci, CVeridjr S ns k has Sic best fcSurcs of till with 
very IMe iinp^. Us Li'vfe tan »sajms that Ike blue dotted line ^ill cverthElly be * lighfl rail ommedira 
fro.iL dLe CKimiiEC lire 'LeiHre to ti-izeldem near Huntmar, then J faUy support that opUou too! dome 
id Ihbi Urged (unrur nnilie-: ummiE llie Slillsville - Kminfn iKirdS" rtih be IrugleilEieir Hie FTtmliriir - 
FTi«libsai inlierwilii r. -m l - : m. r 1 Jed.. ha in ill- CT-i^-iry, Tileti Wykle. MitH mny hfkI 
□UiEkstenc. 

Rumania, 

do this is ei eiceltem choice For a future ligks lbiI connection to tlie CTC7 lhai direct from there down 

'Dus e-mail ongina/ICE from the City of Ottawa e-mail syatom. Any ■diEtriJbn&on. use cr copying 
fiflhw a-viail or Ilia iiikiiii J:.'ii il l'..>iiL;u me bye-liar “J'iibi die Frileiidttil t«ia|ijtiii1(ii) is 
'uiiinrliLit i/ai ilbink yim 

^Mny'sray, tharfcs for doing this gnetfl week, Oocriitor S is the logical choke and 1 fully aji^xot you and 

Shad- 

Le present coumcJ a its e?q>edre par le systrai e de wnnkli de la Vide tfOttewa. Toute 
diatP-batML btihaartion ou reproduction du comikt ou dcs cejisesgisEtneHty ijui s'y trouvaLT par 
one p*fS£Mme mdii; Lpte sou dertiriabdrt: pmrvu ait irltwilila. la VB1B tlfflffltttie de votra 
eodsibetotioEL 





ffumi T-arlcr. HncriP 

T4?; 

Sub^c-i: F£: L? Jr ia 

DdWr chIjv.. Jj e 07, 20 1? Bl 2i&5 ^ 

Ff«n; Tsjhtf 

Ten 

Gti 

ShifajKb. -'E .flT^j^Cyfenr-v xi- '4idw 1-* ."i;J 

□mil: JLlic 07. a?l7 l AM 

Hello, thank yoo lor your email ane your comments th?| will be inokidedm the stocty 
lor cansideishort and as part od tha public raco-e Note that '.I'e v>tu eacluda all 
parasnn intormalicft lo ensure confidantialrly 

Hello. frsank you feu your erna" and your cnmmarls mat wi® be included in the 
study for cpraidgration and as, part of tine pub c record Note thalwe will es elude all 
peraonal Info^maton to *nsc<r* confkJsntaiitv 

RegardB. 

Angela 

Rsgs'ds, 

Angela 

AnjjLlg I'aylor. h.Eng. 

lion sportntlor. PUoniny j ManHiatio*i dps trsar.’.port s 

Irjn^iortjtiur. Sarvkas. hapirtment | Barvicoda^ transparlr 

Ciiy of Ottawa 1 Villa d'Otlaws 

J lgAi.U.E,! nr^'nl LJW.lr-J 

a 1C 13j MO.SCiIxISJfO 

Angela Tsiylnr, K FJtg. 

Suninr Pnijucl Kngjnttir j^eslioHnan e pritioi|wto dc jirojuel 

T™rs|inrtailon FMnnnlng | PhnilflcalUm ites friutports 
'j'rurnpnrtuiioii hi'rvh'i's tlhepurinicnl | Service dm Irmiipnrts 

City hiT Oieuwsi 1 V kte il'Ottfwa 
id ari e, dla. aylo nif o tta pen. ca 

2 TJTCn iniio" 

f rami j 

Bant: 1 uenday. Jure UP, 301? 7:14 PM 

TasTaflcr Angelo 

Subject: Light mil 

S*nt:'inie«tof, Jkm D6, a 17 *13 PM 

To: Qsdn, Suieo 

OcrTa-f ioa. #ngda 

SubjOHSt! fi£- LO.n Kanam Eitenitm - l-eedhais Requested by Ar* Zlrd 

HI. | prpfo' iwutp flqelt k tor ’iru? E^irrrr n vl kk lr"j.' - ri war ran 


Sent fro n M : jn maTnwf: ro ri' fnr W.ildr-iur. ~ U 

A r cs ] Buppcer Option S boonKM fltia ccuiM bo tin: dioapcst and nuidooM way to bnaid and 
dorvci iho most lidois now and in itotuf c 1=0 this should he the wdou main line Oflin rome 
can ho E^TYtst by buses where llwrc are good Existing road network 

Ev-u.tl the road, wdiBodogy win advance and we will have different hinds of environment 
small: la address. 

IlniiTilts very Tniieli. 

IM> B-mail iMiguiadai from IhfQty ofUttsLWsi u-mai 1 eyatein. Aig‘ diaLTilmhoiL uaeof copying 
of this e-ntail or the in term Eton it cent Bins by odLer than tlw intended ledpientCE) is 
□natrOiofizod 'IIwuiIl you 

This L-rnaD otigutsfes from the Qty of Ottawa c-itiail syatati. Ajiy diatiibutioir, use or copying 
of thia e-mail or the infannatian Lt ocaStama by other than the intended redpientfi) ia 
unaudtorbsd. Thank you. 

L'- pic cent eoinrid a, etc eEjwdie paj le lyatemc dc ccnuiidg dc la Vide d'Odawa. Tcjfe- 
Ltis tr-bulcm, ulitisuli nn oil nfpnciiliidrrni Ju Loimiel oil duH TraiKisiiriMoritnb ijiri s'y ItouvoiI purr 
one pawnne tome que sc«i rtcnkreMwe pnevu ert interdile. #e votw wnereie tie vrntre 
eiitabotatiofl. 

I.o present courrid a do axpOdiO par lo ayatorno de cownofE -Jela ViHe ifOrtawn Toute 
dwtrihi ilum, utSinbon mi iqmuJiiehon s]n ceurricl on ',lu^ TorwcspncnicTiiH qni Vy houvinri i».ir 
itna poftotme mitrt qnosmi dtSTiiamwojl^vn art iiitardite? Js vnns nameTcdade votie 
odjabofaiion. 
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Frami tirgtta 

T*i 

Cfc: i trr.*Tffc. t-f 

EfeittfKl; U-i 1 Krrta 

rirtT. Jwtc uT. Xr.7 H ;m AM 

Fram T^tor.ftgda 

Tm 

^ibjPrti hL ■ ft r FtopraJs hr Kar4fe£?itfen* * 

Dnf r: '.^cMra-w, lac OCf, 20 i? MM 

MbIIo Mr\. tharrk you for ycur email an d you r comments IhaC wit be included in me study 
'or considcrtthw **d os bon public rewid ivote ihet w* exclude til pertonal 

infomatCrtlO entut^ CceilMtnlitlily 

Hello that k you for your email and you - comments that vwii be included in the study for 
cor.fc deration srnJ m pot of the pub : record Nett m u we will e n perwr.e 

inTerrnatioh to ensure ccmrfidentjftNy. 

Regards, 

Angela 

Regards. 

Angela 

Amgela Taylor, P-tHB- 

Jardor Project Pncint*r | Gwl tonnes priirJpjt? da project 

Tran spa Flatten Planning j P*inHita1i«i ties li'arvsporli 

Irati<jHirtJtiiin pnicei Department | 'iprvifi* dct transp^rl; 

City e F OlLiw a • Villa d'Otiauia 

K) angeia-iav frnfif tTttaw«S 

a (&ii)58aM4jtiMio 

Areata Tsylof. P.Eng- 

^emfor Pnaiect Engineer | Gesfhuinalre grind pale d* prajen 

TranipwtatFwt Planning | rtanllgilion He* transports 

Tran; port alien Servians npsiarsirmnl | Snr,irp ri pi transpnrtt 

Oty dTO ttawa 1 Villa d'Ctnav.a 

ES ansela tw Tri^c^t^wn.TJi 

V V.Jr 580*2424 h. 1523 0 

—Original Massage— 

From. 

Sent: Tuesday. Jkmeos. ?ditg as pm 

T0- TtZ-ar .Angela 

Suhjacl LRT Kanata Extension 

■'■■'CurigineJ Message---- 
From; 

Sent: Tuesday. June OS, 2047 S:48 PM 

Ta Tayior, Mgeia 

subiect: Lpt wopowit Hr KanKfcitaBtrvllle 

G&sd d*y. 

Angela, 

Please note mat, at the options uncer stuety - Con-ldara a 5 and 13-1 ravour Corridor a 

We would support proposals 8 and 13. In our uiew the bene# ot using the Trans Canada 

Trail Tor LRT use greally outweighs Ihe current use etme TCT. Tbe prejeded gra*Jth of 1 he 
pcpulstibfi In Silbsvine fWf’** belter eccees to tue Tucure lrt system 

This e-mail origpuAa fkiitn da? City' of Ottawa e-mail system Any distfibution, uaacj rcipybi# 
of this e-mail -if die m Fern latum it containa by other than the intended iwapiejitO) ia 
unauthorized, Thank yoo. 

Sent from my iPhone 

'1 hi* f-invill nrigLinlt* fiwn Ihi? T\lyol‘('V.I)m» f- irunl >Y^h!m Any ctuEnluitjiai. iwe itt (xvpyiii$! 
of due o-jnail or dw infonumuoa if ocuisui ns by other than tie intendod teciptaiiH» is 

Lejne«irt wi.ir.rid seta mpedw ptr 1< sysi.Hn k Tie wnrtwl* (.la la ViJe 'Rm* 

diatabuboik, utilisation ou reproduction du commat on dea renaeigjwiB»ftilj qui a'y trouvant par 
uur jffljioane srotic quo sen ttwfcnalsiire prem cst mterttile. te vous lenicrae do -votive 
odlnbctStcuL 

luiandLcuizoi. Thank yern 

Le present wneiel a ete expedie par k FyaHme dc coomeb ctefaVdlc (fx^ttowe Toute 
diatributiim, udJuatiem uii nufinHluctiau da coumei uu das nmsaiffieHiairta gui *'y tuuv ant ]»i 
inue psreenne autre que son icstinatauc pojvu estioterdile Jc voeib rauereio dc- vote 
ooilHboratiorL 




ffumi T-asrlp - ,, nmdp 

T4?; 

EJMyitiM.iJjci 

huh^ct: W, Pv-M«r-d j 3 “*,*-* - ^ iKa a 

Ddit ftfcd ■pjay.. Jj c 07, 2Q-7 *D H:17 ^ L ' 

Fram; Tsjhtf ^ 1^3 

Tv 1 

ocj as m i£Jaal>r 

AiIiJkI: flE mnuiiamKn-HyWK 

UMiii yfe-irwAiF, JUc 07.2it7 UD;0:.4® MM 

Hello Mr. thank you for your email and your commants that'wiil be induced in the 
study for consideration and aa pa tot the public record. hJote- that we will es<c oda all 
oersonal Infomnation to *nsun& eorflctentlality. 

Hello thank >ou Ter your wngil and you' comments Ihat wnl be included in the study as 
p-ait of the public record. Note mat we will exclude e personal urormalion to ensure 
confidentiality. 

Regards 

Angela 

Regards. 

Angela 

'in^ilj TayJur, l".FjLg. 

Stunhir Pro-lw;! KngkresrlCefllitnnmliru ]nriudpulu d« [trejad 

Trunspnrteslrmi IUupumihI l J hn H5ci»cinn des IranfifMirtk 

‘t ru n',| ii'rtuCiim Scrt ice* liL-|i|irlmerit | Si'rvki: <li'\ U-U*i3priris 

C jsy Of tllteMU 1 Villu li’t)llaWa 

FJ :aj Lj,!'] a . tayl u rTSons vrica 

S (fr[3)5MM24aiJi 15210 

Apjjala T'jyi nr, P.Eny.. 

Senior Mroi uct Engineer J GeitienuuirE prindpdc de prejEd 

TransportatLon Planning | Plnnif-^r-tior, ne r . trrin'.port: 

1 ransportaliun Sirmii Uu nar-n' enl | Servuc C ns transports 

City dF Ottawa 1 Vil! u d'Ct! awa 

>•1 an edM.f Si ■“ "iFiol 1 mmu 
a ;&:2i :ki-j:42^ X1S21D 

Frem; 

Sent: Tmtdlj, Jvntoa, 3} If 5;59 PM 

TotT*rkr.- Mada 

Subject: Pnjfcrmd Western LHT ronmslnn: rorndnrg 

Sant: Tuesday, June DG, 2017 S:» PM 

Tdi Taylor, /inadi 

K r ‘%. ~ a v! u". 

Subjtscb LRT Lariats esberKornnr voce 

Ha^ine. ocued al. tt* cpbors for the LR ’ cd*i ivm COvintllicir Qatfri that Odridsr ej, alone 
■ 4 ■ m * b«4 il-oic* io *4rvw Kswfc-SitTJYllit. That, said, purrtog * teep unitor 

^1 tv- -rn, IrtCntp Hrf, woold 'Wh to" i vt'h .f Ihr- rr:- n '.'nl Iln rami: -rt Ml tb# rrc (cr 

whatever ibecomesj. 

Hello Angctu, 

As a rtsldtnr in fairynnd wtn, srinsvlllt, can sfrt proMce our vflico for rho LRT 

Jc.an.ara extencion cpiunsT 

Oui larnilv siippoll Con idcr 8, oi;i3 tliink ttic Lcrrnirrus stiould bo souttiol Pallidum 
to maple yrovo, vvhkh mould ho orcal loi sLiUsvillc people. 

regard i, 

thank you fo* lisrermnj to ooi voice. 

semt 'rp-T, my BbekBsr iy 1P smar-ptxire OP t tip Rogers hefrtprk. 


TMs e-mail oopnatea frcun the Cih- of Omai'a e-irtail system, .Any •diatribedon, use .or oepjtag 
of ttiia e--rtifl] or due hifcfirtatriidi it coditeiiia by odier *an die inteikled redpieiitti> is 
unaothonzed. Thnnik. yon. 

This e-mail ouguwtw frem Hue Citf efOttwra e-uiaii Fjrrteiu. Any diistdWiwu '.wc or 
of Uut mtiaii or dm infonnalioa ii corttaio* by other lluik Hie jnhHskd n&dpimtfa) Li 
luiHudLoriaed, Thank ycoi 

1 .t | ResellL li ’in i id ;t ela bAgiedie p;i i le sysl tin e ib ljiiii ibis ..Lb la Vi lie it (Itia-Wj. " To Ue 

I.liu ftiblLbiMh, ulilitsatioii HUL1 rijiii mhuditUi Uu LMlilliel nil dm )WiUi%IIUttldl|IS i|lii sV lU'iLl ell Lpiu 
'jne jwTsoruHJ autre qua mm ilfriuMtaire piWu tet mluriilt. Is voitF remorciif tie voire 

Lc present coHtrid a ct^ cxpidic par te eryFtioiLC fte coumds del a ViBc (TOttenra. Toute 
distribitticn. utilisation on repreductioo du oxinic: on dcs MiscigtiancrilB qui fy trouvent per 
icne perwraie nulie qi«f snn ileKlrimtiiib iinevii ei-'l interdite lu \iciiin ■remerdc Je- vnlre 
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Fratu 

Fram T^hr.&gda 

Tm 

*1: , j.r . 1 ■* . S^WT 

k HI ■ nr . 1 r • i 1 Vrpjr-1'7. Ire -■ -:| 

Eiaci WKnesif.. jure-tv, j.l-' jh 

Cjt: Tm n . 

aifcjwli Bt^snAaL^T 

Drdr: 'fcira^ar, lac Q£T, XL? $40:17 

H pllo Mr , thank yuw for your flma i: and your :irnmpnS trial wH (ns ir»Wldpri >u pic study P5 cart cf 

It? gubiiarecord. Notemat wew enemaall persona I Infarrnalien In ensure cor^csntiality. 

Hello than k you for your email and you - comments 1 also really apprornate your words of 
encouragement end I am duhearienedto hen about Si-t fra ton An part oTthi* study. 

Regards. 

Angela 

we will be reviewing pedestrian Clottings Id ensure safe passage loand from the LRT 

Regards. 

Ansel* T*pDor. P En 

ientor Pretest Indent 6«tlo»nnfce prindpnle Je pr□ jic 

Trunpcirtefciii Plithding I PEkisIfiLbiioii Jet irehipwri 

Thrill tperuBun SumPiwi Prinril llTirihl { Irii l'Ilb ilrin 11 ‘riliiHuilL 

Cily ill QllriWri 1 vnlri iTDIttori 
[-1 i ffi.r-Mara 

a |f :'1 f:KII ? 1 K l.s?l P 

Angela 

Ar^ala Tayfflt. F.Eug- 

^eufer Protect Engineer | &piTianjv»iri? prindnato do projed 

Transpwta&wi P|«iotn c | pfanl1«*lion d«$ tyansporb 

T ram; port alt nn Smuiii U? parnmpni | Sorulro has transport; 

City o\ Ottawa 1 Villu d'dtiav.a 

C2 a nsel a- wyo MjSot ta»i fta 

F run: 

Sent; Tuesca), An* «, S)17 5:4l FM 

Td: l£ flm, Atijs j 

Oc: Oudr 3-tad 

SwUiesJ.; FW: LfiT Kawt* E^ruwi - FeKbsuk Reifjn.ljtJ liy line 23d 

* 580-M24 k 15230 

1 n -..ir- lorQndn bdewtha: a site bestopicn.lUcnc-harl jxdte Ike r at:* 1 c t.it 

rcwlkc in hearth kanata. tc kv.: Lcjf: l:r l adr'* cc-its im tsIcwA- a-e ap^icabf&ta :h* ■estdirts cf 
fcartfa. 

-Original Massage- 

From: 

Sant: Tuesday, Juw 0S r 2017 8:51 AM 

Th Taylor, An ges* 

lass Ewpeciite Mil tf'lonid v S s- 1 be Iowa r Than tm scssrspibns, end tnerafoi-a mere IHcvto st 
sompieiiKlaDWErih^ trail irKo c >? “arixa-STtrse A& reason It Imporam: eton die popdadan C 

Subject; Kanata iftT 

Good morning life. TErytor, 

Thank yeti T«' ycurharri w^rk Tgr Ksnatu i RT prcjecl! 1 aitentted 1h* Ittwn hall ir. KRC ;msI 
night. Based an yaw team members' analysis, oorridar £ is :he test cftcrce. to -serves as a 
spina far public transportation and banefta balh ncrlh and south of Kanata. 1 wlsti LRT can 
comelo Kansia as early a-s 2023 if there &r c some extra foods 

When you ccrslder She detailed plan for Eagleson Etabon could you please canslcer 1o 
have a pedestrian path fcr both west end easl sice of Ea^esan F%fk & Ride to catch ihe 
train? A p r l in my neighbourhood who we, s a sludcnt of Ottawa U was hit by a true* and 
ded when she crossed ihe street on Eagleson Or to ca:ch Ihe bus el Eagleson Pjr* a 

Ride There were several ferrule n«ldenu happened In the pe« el that infeneetioi. t« 
many people (both local resKtenls end Park fi Rida people) need to cross the street and loc 
manylrahlc gerng fast through Ihart Intersection, ff a LRT Eagleson station will be built cn 
the other S:de of highway, more people andlhaffic w 1 be Ihere. For safety reason s, could 
you please consider a pedestrian over path to connect both sides of Ea^eson Park & Ride 
an d gain g cross th* highway lo iRT start on7 

The tragedy should not happen again. Therefore 1 wrrte you this message for your 
cordderatlob, ThenK you' 




ffumi T-airip-j nnci^P 

T4?; 

Cl: F».iJE:vi 1 ^lbn 

Mlipri: HE: Tcrighrt LfiTO, 

Dj. 1 - VifcJ o-It;- c IF, Xfl? 9>C0H= *M 

Ff«n; T 0 hfc;f A.- rj-H .1 

repi 

Ot: 9SU^/*59!fr* 

AiIiJk 1 : RE: <*h±m LRT Ui : q*i r>in* 

D*j|L': Lite K, EX07rflA v 

c-ello Hr. thank you fix your email an d you < comments Copies of the dsplay 
boards -v II baavalabla later Hi rs week on the prq a cl webpage s: 

'W' w olta '.t-s .ca /kanata 1 ri[oi : awa caJ, 

Good Homing thank you kr ycur email and inte'est in this study We will add you lane to 
the mEiling lisi and note Itial lha open hoL sa information will be posted on me City s projart 
wabsta later tnisweek al l n e link noted below 1 will also pass your message on lo 

Councillor Wilkinson 

Regards. 

Angela 

www Ottawa erhttaicalalrllollewn -ra^ 

Fromi 

Sent: Mnrd»y f June K r 10173:51 PM 

Tn;T*yfer, A'ljtl* 

Sublet: Tmighe'i LET EA rrcetinp 

Regards 

Angela 

Aogds, E t>t3s at tonijlifs me-E-tin.t - a joi preseiitatioiv tlianik yon. 

LL'i tl n popy aflhe^HlwiniJ piinL'JF he nviiiliit'le sTa hiuiiI iv i-n-jln-iu' 1 

Frartn 

Sent; '■bndor, June 05 r aH7fl:]4 PM 

To; Tajbr, ^ugHa 

Subk-d.; Kriiidfri LRT F^Hk. Opt ■ Hbune 

P.S. ITs a minor thiuic. but Td like to see tiic etutt-- referred to as- die ''Stitt^viOi; LRT EA 1 or 
'KanatarStittEviile LEU EA“. givan dial the current fiuJ-stiijit L Lit itittstillo ward 

Argela 

Ttianka, 

1 wau :d like to obtain Oopies oJ the Presentation Boards for trie 5 June 2017 Public 

Gpen House 

This a-mait csigumlai from the Citj- of Ottawa s-mail syFlmn. Arq r disbilbfitioiL tiae or copying 
ofthia tf-TTKriUrr die mliTmUbnn it com t iritis Ixy o^uf dinn iha iniended T-Boijnim1(a) ia 
unsniJicuized. lllruik you 

1 had asked Jabbar SitJdiqL*? io be placed on the discnbutiari hot for this project when 1 
recuested the pres&otatksni board Lsed fe - the & Jure 2017 news announceimemt. He 
arranged for Ron Cross to prow.de It, but 1 didn't receive notification of true -open hdLse 

Couki you please ensure i am on the list lor future? 

Lc piCR?jLt counid. a etc expedie pai k syatamc dc ooumels do la ViJc -d Ottawa. Teak 

did Ir.bitlEETTh, i ‘|-il-id-.ihrtniui-rejirttiLiiclii-m du Luimiel on das ismsndirtienimb ;gid s'y IriiiLVait flier 
ine-|:«esLiriin; auJnr ijile xmi ilerii mini™ pim-u <aL -mlenLile, le vent* remarde iL= vnlre 
citlabctation. 

Also if you and haying future open houses in Kanata North, could you ask Marianne 

Wilkinson if you could broadcast it using her Faceted! page? She does this far her 

Tv*m Hall meedmgs and It helps people like myself who have mobility asid 
transportation problems to hear what ;vaa &?.id 

TTianka 


Thi* e-Jiwil I'HgijiaU* ftum the CilyefUdawa p-imsit Fj-ttian. Any dirtrihilim we t’rcopying 
of diis c-jpal ;u die infonnstioii it corttaLiiF by olbej than the izuciMfed red-pieinti's) is 
tuiaTidifiiidjftl. 'tliank you. 

U- rin-sLTil LMLmiut n ElC LixJiOcii^tiar lo syjtfintE de OOltttiels nfc la VUlt itOftEfl'i T«Ue 
distribution, ufihaation on ccproductioit du ccunie’ ou dee icrtsctanoimomB qui sV (jouvpnt par 
ano pcrecutnc autre qnc son dcsunataiie prekm estiutendite Jc vkjub rcancrcdc do votrr 

CL-i|lntKwirbcrti 
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Rnmi 

Tim i I—. * -r . Wf ■ ■ i . I hi: i n ni.i i 

Cn: I'M l-wi 

HiMed; M.' t-ir j^hnjvi *]I-c-it.j‘ tt-i 'T? yjr 

bn rLratf. hn X, All 1 J:|S 11 - 


HHio H r .. thank you for ycur travail and Mmment&lhat wit be included in the study for 
centidertbon *nd et p*r< of roe public record We wll extiu* ycur t^onel lnTornra.tlon to 
cnst 'e yOUf prrvecy and TcniSrd leyuur Cttnlihuctf participiriiwl m that Study 

car mntimv«itn Counctlor Hublay-s remarklhat tie snudy team has idaitrfiedths same 
con cerns and conclusions for the LRT coniCor notion along the Trans Canada Trail. This is 
why this corridor otflion #13 ranks tow when compared 1o Iheolher 12 coridcr options 

Regards, 

Angela 

ftnaela Taylor, p-.Fni- 

Sanicir rTojact fcnginEar j Ufi-sicimnairE principal e daprajnct 
T r insert illcin Planning | PlanlficaTJim rip; trar. (ports 

Transportation Somite* Jkwrlrdent | Service do* transports 
Cily tit Ottawa I Villo d'Utlzwa 
S angelIs nr^m :3i^a ca 

* mi} 3B& >424*15219 

From i huHey., Aden 
Sent: Monday, Jure 26, 2017 TdB PM 
TO: . Wife osart, MUKSrtner Tiffc*. An gee 
Co; Hubier, A, an 

Subject; Re: Itsrmtn-taind Iqht-tia I transit tie rauSe 

’ raar * yo j f sharing your tie assured r at Mat 1 haife come oo nan* of the; ame 
ccixiuH^f* Srt,ycuer-t i hjiitcr-ithns* Isiutt. 

Ser»T 'ronra my &btkBerry - tir* evx »e. -labile dsvl'i* - s :hp TR i) i Network: 

Fnom: 

Sent; Jltc 26, 2D±7 5c 49 Pt-1 

Th>i Harn nr- ra: Allen,HuHwiqndJifl-a.raj Arpela.Tarbrtotta'.va.rn 

Subjecti <ar.-&-bound ligli-lrail trans - lire -oirte 

(trite. 

My tixnirj end I live in pranmrtytd a victim ot the TTmiCanatb 'ttBt Cut rara along tilt Imckvrrriv at hones on 
PdCliiiliii in Kxjiiin'a Til <Xcilc>ul L-.MMimiCy 

Or'lhi lli„lKfc- r.^T irwiCc rritimd |dL'dcirli , :l al thf Ti ■ l ■ ■' mi i. i-l ii* rv-illH^lilia Mu*. hIimj 111 , «T*im irflj |i| ill 
Elrtclraond. nut 01 hi i’un mofct the iit-i time- In riiy pcrtoniJ opinion rail harelht mori Imcitcc an Hie rpullly o 
li Ly JVr t'!r» msidtnPs 

L: would evwnhdllv- cut ettau poefcst ot' tJridtwuud Iroui hit mil ot our community. restrict acctss iu hiah. sdind 


ludeiil. urihg llulUtil t> aoil ttaou^i InLo A.T. Tc.tl.imi SKindo} Scliiuf.and Cm uiuknl-heidng 1u W.O. 
JlitdiriJ c^em^nhlrr■’chmi 

UuLdrtdv ol it uefc-rts tist Ihit trail tor Iher «;Hcist iw'iw vaiiuna Hiar dt.t;, cvcfeaa Mctssm* chit. 

..IliIiIi.i ln.inb imiL Liijnyiiiu llaCiu l- - Ml rill yeritlTUml llilliL Wl. HI .lit -hiiiLiSU IkiMlI IH.k Ulrilltfl iri 

veil a itrr pdpnlu mow diottn .vml c ro'-:- c ciiiinv via ms itult. Wilkma aroups d» use it. a: do hk-i>h» wr:te 

ladri llna i ruL'Eay li: wrul I ImiiL: in jili rriilc ii t aiteu ;pc:t end dtaih vtly iiufiaoi i nslililt candcui. v, r,n r 
otyO Kc deir. rib Hu, j'uk, aipwd. cltyiu uil.birda. ujllti pi ml and pcrcupliK* bit-. 

H wmlddlad iim-hii mil owrfngk ifaii^ ■ muimai oC'xtrabi IniliiiCna Fagliicii Ruinl TTa til ndy iluiv. 

rn,:n.ttipi|ini:igllM 1 i!liiini|iSPc™MllT A hTWI fwitunp t|> umlil f' rlliiT wmip nnpjcftiwi 

1 nwlfce H^il lowilk my ifrips mdloptl intend tr| liiif nidnc fool. 

1 hrdpimvTH<iin ndi iny fctfef In Iht CtHmc bi-jiis oicl lha TTapThnem nfTQilimti neCcnce hilly rwtrijic - ir=l 

I -. in Iw uciJt Ibf rt. I vTuuIdjiid Uut> w; ny bid*, litcd ti-.l on lilt tcul ind c/ctr to Bells Cuiufts. " Mr it 1; mid dure 
held non' - on MikhIIc. 

T fac-1 Cut oHia: Hi 11 tmdiknlalrifljht iimt, Imh f->al ctnJoidna. < j-jpilnr mnlH iL ooa I fyurnui would. Ilml: 
h.d|»laCan ocrii an lor rtailuds. 

Ilitfr art diy nuiuLm al i e.ulwv why Iht mod. d:nl ufo.ua you urt ooujiltiuia. <■ a lun jud uunJi oc Llwv. -1LT 

B (ui Mcwlia Slihioa to Prilwlmu ■■ unTdrim wv« flitiimni vnimbDl Lint 

II is vfitcl. rinviny lini* and iiiiuity iia.l iL itJ. ct-j -.sfrii rniyud c otcjntt iEvrunlikh cub IIiiovmIi as; uinjy 

n : .. C'lCtuunt. niiribi Imih lino In Iht uuin liat would he i tmidil inrialnlirU mil '.irlh 

lh.:>io:h jurK ihrtro Arc wcftt-md counnuiH^ 'n vulmu jvirk bi d ride:. 

I nigs yee to rt*MiM*r trains i nsHfeaifdiiah BrKPpeood and ch.*o C^Hn, 


Kind rocnrriv 


mtiwd, ON TSJM 


r^is i>jnai] eujguisrtcs: ftooi the City of Ottawa e-iuail strati. Air? diitribntiiwi, use or spying 
this r-juail :u duo itJonMatiau tt eismms by oflic i thaa the jiustadcd rcdpkcitl's) is 
iwumlkTrizeJ, Hiwik yim- 

I m prectnt entraiid a ttiC amptitlitii |kh It nyri*r, a ria enumafe ift Iil Villa iTOHawn. I'tmite 
djotributiem, uldualian on nofifwIiKtiou du c™njc: on dor pciui’tgntftiiciitE qui o'y taottvciit par 
inly: pltwl'ihw -mtlw qiw «?»ilvmiminin' ]«riv ii ot| inlwdilo Jc «.ki» irvwrc»! * vnlrc 
tdlntuvnrioiL 



Trm k- Ird =rl 5«fc f-CKto-. xrt JXJ XE 



•ie-ii 4- \f.k list* ,„- «i i- Ir iVniri r^ndM'l! - n •' i I:r,-r li Ir^^ns iml k? t , iu , ir !ii ■: rtit 
v i' _J. f DT-Uflij n -i . U-; -Hit y J : _ 1 1 . -1 1 .... . j -I'J.: *J 5DCWS A r |'#.L li la- 5 ’•* 1 u h. jrI L «TTl X T 

■2 Til 41 V 111 - "I 414 " 4 IJTli rill i 4 - . vll-l - Ttl ’ ■' > I ' ■ n’ Sfcil, .I 4 , T.,|.±ll . h . I >4 1 k*'A&F 

>'i- . k k-jji fc-i I- ii -ii i"Aii ii k tIi nrvir.tv I . : n ■ hi n«|r u n::isip:iii ji:-: ; 1hI s■ I l-iiid - . J. 

“|i r vrrh-r. rrn-.m m • r -k-in rji-rii 4 V vi rfcr-. - i\it, iw |ir : r .% ^ d- iclli-- p:n-.-^nn 'Jrr - > Ir 

:if >:ii£nk ^ainna cnriK-c^- 

M iT 3 rngpi 3 xi -in-njciruTTiv: .i: pKPibT x- 7 unpcri'?:r rw lETKin'flpud cal w T 5 P trz Tin 7 
Cirri'. jI SbK-likir i ST rt.' -> l>Jti 

LHmt ihcwom coo to mciw. arc- in' vLoram u .-:u: :oti::h .ui: mcib'diiorl'n’.ciucnonovn: 
soft™ vtec" ri’tirdKine't cn vjm w1 r iko: 7 cvtciy ■» • d ness wiatrim 



■ .lo awry k &£iit aiv« r j-nyL-y^^n-'^^-:- van. oawir 

‘■Wata'wv’nmi ucd iwrVu Mtn ritM! riii" tm 





“h ■ r ■ r 4 1 > rin iri (r i"< yr*TTT try t r r n- ■ 'T.j i[ ■ l'r, , p- llr I nlr - v Cr- 

Lv (fatu :5jr j.:-rt ». c toe J- :■: n .0. tLlwis. 1 /v. isnSri^v (iLj*:ro •, iu a>'Xu m'jhkI a Jw 
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Frami Tdriv>.. tirQtta 

Tfel r l; .| > I it i;-i HE feutdlA? pig-jell iiiai'-g Id 

£r: n^rky, krm- Sll? 

Bllbjm: 

Datss 

Thanks and gaediu-tkan Be asaessnenc. 

Regards, 

Th| r e-m.ul I'nsiuaLej tiLim Ihe (jhf Mi J Jawa e-n i:u 1 ryslem. Aery distnl'iJiivij use or aojiynij^ 
of rJiir Mnaal or (Ike inluniiaitpri ifwiiteins hv C'ihur 1 hail Ihe inieihW usdjwubff) is 

Good Mcmirg Mr.. Ihank you for your Anna and ccrnmenlsihal will ix incudod in the 
vudy for MFiiidsrwic* emd as part cflh* public record we exclude your personal 
inromfit on Id ensure your erivscy and Iwk. Forward to yOur continued ptrilcOtMOP In Ihis 
study. We will also add your contact in'crmaficn to the general drslnbuton list to keep you 
informed of cnqect updates end events. 

misud LC'rizftl. Thank you. 

Lo pttfsmt LVitmid li ufc f.Mjittdit fiiii' k- iysrf.jrtij de ooiasteLi (hr In Villle rfOttnsm TmjIp 
distributkiB. 'itilLjuilm: oil iqMtdiuliuri du iMiJtrief mi des (enaa^iaainetiita qui Vv facnivant i«t 
lino PlIS-muic autre que son dosdnaftiio pnivti cat intendite Jc vdab Ecsuordotk-volic 
odJBboiB&ion. 

You have certainty touched on some of the issues that Ihe si osty learn has identified i J a 
proposed UR T hie is located wChln the "rans Canada Trail COtndor. this Is one oMhe 
reasons why finis corridor ranks ow Yrtien compared torhe other corndors on the 
evaluation 


fTeaprctS, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor, p, Eh(. 

Senior Project Engineer | OcilionnfrlrE prmdpJu de project 

Transport alien Planning \ mnitiraiiMi fies transports 

Traflapoi-tatlcn Services department | Service desman sum rts 

City el Ottawa \ Vi Be d'Otlawa 

:■■<■ anuria nn-r orfinfrawa ce 

S l.fc.131 IS210 


SeuSsalirtirr, ime 24 f 20175:15 PM 

Toe TStlor, Mpela 

Cci 

Subject: Kanata LPT project milling ks-t 


Angela. 


1 em ■ roedart uf wuUoui liorn bucks (lierfy cnlc Ihv TrwreCwi Tied. 


'/Vo boudT because we warned to be dose tc file 7CT, as we ere avirl tyclrtts end we else crvn rainby 

Ski. 


SVe are oepeseti » Ike Me jpup sojfii and would Ike robe swart oreny krfauna&sn andaM 
cormrumcelkin rotated In lisa aiiad inert andlho project. 


-Sian add IT i «-neil udfreii 


Pleese included my wife and diiltben kt meet please 





Frami Tmlo, ftiuSu 

Tai 

nti Ew* " 1 

K: IWb Li^ktAw IrndW^r.-i. Li 

OdLt r.jrjJi-,-. Xi ic 17, MjTS.tj 71 X'' 

We hc'.e 'sce- th' been made aware Tat 11e :ltv '.'.'as- siusyinR Thirteen options for gfj -all - 
ansta, We were sij r p T i:ed, and c smayed :o -ea r that the dtydld notimmeCiatelyrtJe cut 
the Corridor ii ost on c jnnsihe First re-' aw stsce ertnis onxess 

Good Mcmirg Michael swd Pam. Ihank ywu ycur email ansS ccmmenls hat will be 
included m the sfutty lorooraderation end es jart ol he public record we will exclude 
yau r perecn af infermtflon lo ensure ycur privacy end look (coward to your continued 
partrcipulicn in this study 

r- mj es it it:rt. Corridor 1 - shobU ntvrljf turn. Hs -: t: l:v l ^-c riiil Kur ijta for a fium.anr 

trrjuniw 

il l i : ' .. . ' ; ■ • . ■■ ”i.l: I”: - 1 : ' m.I 1 -til ' 

Y/C.:,ld 3« (JiffiCdr, if rot irripij!V.il> Id f|rtl SOOthi ' PUT-. 10 CWn«r rhif Trsilftp-n Be 

You have oerlainty lovcftedM kej -$$ue$ thet Ihe study team has idenlified vuflh e 
proficoed LRT conidar along Ihe Trans Canada Trail These issues were some cl Ihe 
reason ■ why Ihis rainidar ranks cwsr when conparad lo lha dhor ccnidors on tr a 
ev^iuBtlcn Pieus# si mylunedv^hiic Ihc ‘rtuctytean; coxncfcdes the Wher review a nd 
select % the preferred eordder 

Comets out tD Stlttsvllle as there s no other peil-i of suen significance 1 r the area, 

The T .'sns Csnotl- Trai oorliuriof Corr dor ' ,i! s a Iteav >.< Atd fail by many In die cummLaity 
fer- it w ick' Tii ru'i y ol r i k sorta ll Is i :r- i j ■ rti: iy i t;mnn h "ig (x»l 1 l<v rryjnv 1 ■ - yr r=l1 i". 

also hnv e isrd lor :t yarkHyor physical □:;( vlUit nv many min-mbt-s ;jf-hp romm-,' -y - ;rl 

^egerda 

Adgcte 

par. cu ar inrponarce, rt elbvirs people ™tn soec al -eet^ anc senior dtdensa safe place tc 
get clI, 5pl some exerdse-and gat some f resh :iif w tna j: Li -(jr forced along bubi|r ruaas. II is 

Angels Taylor, u tng. 

Senior Projett Engineer | GerrVmniWre prlnrlpele dejwnieer 

Trwn^crtatnin Plinning 1 WjnrtlMlwn dot transports 

T ran'^ifirtntlen do part norot | SftrvicB' dfi transport ( 

City of Ottawa l Villa cs'Odowi 
'/A angy’la.^ nnH ntrniAra ra 

W n-H)Min r . (1 ’.T S-710 

.il'.:: 1:: rtmlndogiw^ilkii gpHth 'or Lh-i: f!r :ik»>«.:■ xJ ..' i.y. 

-urt-ermare, n s acorrdof hea> v transecrea tYschool chisdren trinoLphnut the enc re yea-. 

-re: |ls: far access to ITrel r schools bu: a sc J cr access :o s?c rs everts ar-d otner s rth/IC es. 

Clos rg^Ff access to this pstn w^uld meanf’e children that or rent ly transact the pa±i on a 
cai y basis wc Jtljy? frcut havinfia 7 Tiirute iv alk co-rnnut^tDschooltoa'10 mmUte ^ < 
ab -R o.isv 'each- IT t* b?!sd on tra vel tine bom o _ o use to W.d. V Dthe €:eme-itary 

School). 

Afomi huW«y,4fl?n 

Sftnt: ■SntLnfiy, iine 1» { 2dl ? TrtS AM 

To: tayfar, Angela; 

Cci riubley. Alin 

Subject! Re: Kannta Lighl-IW Transit Planmg Ptjceei -Carridbr 13 

Corridor 13 also cuts through the Stony Swamp Co-sE -vfft on Are ^ ar eodoiK-tally cvrhh 
o-3tsc:ea ares classified as a pnsvlnclally slg- f tart wetland and home to L7 at risk spates. 

We itt asreerned abu.jr the impact hgU u 1 wJjc have a nr ho vjried and abundant wildl-^e 
■i ll :: f.icsy. A&»n uxaniplrr Irtcrn .ir: 1 dwi" :il dc:•• lr,. ■. l-jirxit tirg Lli- 1 lunsCjriiiOA '■■ 1 
allowl "g the neids. 10 mow Trom and side of Lhc Lrail to trro oilier, which theydo an □ daily 
txashi. 

upjfpr ywr commsr'tiine ft: ! sTur* wuTMnomiwKh tNi option. 

Y-'efeel sUDiBly that Comcor 13 should oe immediate^ removed from corsidereticr 

TieSOKTLllU. 
filar HLblay 

Councillor KanatsScuth 

Respecrfu y, 

Froms 

Sent: ]vneZ3, 3W710:51 pw 

Ter^sis.T*! b-ij «M«n Au*n Hijyp S >i Ottawa •:* 

Subject: Yarnta Lqht-KHl TfAM* Plat.. Puleu ■ Ctrrklw 13 

Thin E-mail nrigjimlMS fram tlw Cily of Ottawa E-mni 1 eyaterr. Airy diutnlkutinii, rue of oopyiitg 
nfiJuR Lvme.il iIm atfeneraem d dcnnitt* by cthw flumi thidinkmded teffipwatCiJui 
uiianrtiori/.ed. 'Ilmnb yoiL 

C£ar Ms Taylcrarc Mr. Hubiev, 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 


The City of Ottawa has initiated this Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan to 
extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. 


Figure 1: Study Area 



In support of the study, a comprehensive public and stakeholder consultation program was initiated. This report provides a 
summary of consultation group meetings, and public consultation activities undertaken as part of the second round of consultation. 

2.0 CONSULTATION GROUP MEETINGS 

The third Study Consultation Group meetings were held on November 21 and November 23,2017 as detailed below. Consultation 
Group participants were notified via email prior to the consultation group meetings. A reminder email was sent a one week prior to 
each meeting date. 

At these meetings, participants were presented with the information and opportunity to comment on what was to be communicated 
atthe Public Open House. A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including the additional evaluation of 
corridors, finalizing the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance 
and Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. 


Members of the Study Team, including City of Ottawa staff and consultants, were available to discuss the information and answer 
questions in a round table format following a formal presentation (see Appendix A). Below are summaries of the discussions held 
ateach Consultation Group meeting. Fora full record of these discussions, consult the minutes in Appendix B. 


2.2.1 Agency Consultation Group 

The Agency Consultation Group (ACG) meeting was held between 9:30 and 11:30 at Ottawa City Hall on November 21,2017. 
Twenty-five (25) members of the ACG were in attendance representing the varied interests of the City of Ottawa and other review 
agencies, including the National Capital Commission (NCC), Department of National Defence (DND) and the Rideau Valley 
Conservation Authority (RVCA). The following is a summary ofthe items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 1: Agency Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 


Alignment to DND 


1 


It was noted that the DND employment projections have not yet been made public. 
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2 

It was noted that the vision of DND is that riders transferring at Moodie will step right onto an OC 
Transpo bus from the train for an efficient and quick transfer. 

The objective will be to have a smooth transition onto a bus. Service will be based on demand. 

3 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 

4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place , and the TMP identifies the project for implementation 
beyond 2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future 

TMP updates or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

5 

The preferred option still has impact to the OPP site. 

Yes. We will continue to work with the OPP and Infrastructure Ontario on mitigating impacts to the 
site. 

6 

Have you considered any advantage to moving the station west? 

Yes. There is no possibility to move further west due to creek constraints. 

7 

Concern over the proximity of two signalized intersections along Campeau? 

Preliminary analysis shows it will work, but there will certainly be challenges operationally. 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

8 

Is there an operational difference with the 6 options and the tightness of turns? 

There are some minor differences from a rider comfort perspective. They all provide acceptable 
geometry for construction and operation however Option #2 has more generous curves than 
several of the other options. 

9 

Consider the elevation constraints along this area for costing 

We have engaged experts, and will continue to do so. 

10 

Why does alternative two not do better on cost? 

They are all very much similar when compared to each other. Option six is the cheapest due to the 
lack of a station , and the shortest amount of guideway. 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor is defined in Kanata West implementation. The actual width of the 
corridor is not physically defined though. It is just in words at this point. 

It was agreed that the study team will continue to meet with City Staff, MVC, and local developers 
to firm up the location of the Feedmill Creek corridor. 

12 

It was noted that Feedmill Creek rehabilitation is planned to be ongoing in the coming years. 
Mitigation will likely be required to protect the installed rehabilitation and should be flagged in this 
EA. 

LMSF 

13 

It was noted that although there is a cost to cleaning up contaminated soil for site 6, it is also an 
opportunity to remediate the area. 

14 

The NCC expressed concern over the Ultimate Moodie LMSF footprint and the evaluation results. It 
was agreed the study team would continue to work with the NCC to ensure that what is being 
shown is consistent with the work to date completed by the City’s Stage 2 office. 

Alignment and Stations 
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15 

Does the Terry Fox catchment area extend across 417? 

The Study Team will review the connectivity for this station and assess if a pedestrian bridge is 
required. 

16 

People will connect via buses to these stations - which ones will be prioritized? 

March Road with the BRT connection, Terry Fox is expected to accommodate a large number of 
transfers, and Hazel dean as a terminus station. 

17 

Is there a requirement for park and rides considering the rise of autonomous vehicles? 

In the future , parking may be converted to drop-off/pick up to accommodate this technology. This 
will depend on trends closer to implementation. 

18 

Will the design work for the Earl Grey crossing have to change? 

The separation is sufficient to accommodate both crossings. It is not thought that the Earl Gray 
work will be impacted. 


2.2.1 Business Consultation Group 

The Business Consultation Group (BCG) meeting was held between 2:30 and 4:30 atthe Beaverbrook Library on November 23, 
2017. Nine (9) members of the BCG were in attendance representing the varied interests in the study area, including local land 
owners and the Kanata Central BIA. The following is a summary of the items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 2: Business Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 

2 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available in the report to Transportation Committee and Council. 

3 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place , and the TMP identifies the project for implementation 
beyond 2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future 

TMP updates or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

4 

From an accessibility viewpoint, the transfer from the Park and Ride will be difficult. 

The distance here is challenging. Any pathways or connections will be level and accessible, and 
will feature redundant elevators and other accessible features. This station will be fully accessible; 
including drop off spots for Para Transpo and accessible vehicles. 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

5 

It was noted that Minto and Broccolini will be submitting a formal review of the design evaluation. 

6 

Was an alignment west of Huntmar considered? 

This was previously considered and eliminated in the Kanata West BRT EA Study as it is close to 
the edge of the urban boundary so it is not a real contributor to ridership. 

7 

The criteria ‘Maximize ridership potential’ assumes what development? 
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At this level it comes down to catchment potential. Down against the highway greatly reduces the 
ability to maximize ridership potential. 

8 

Is no further adjustment made for densities within catchment? 

No, because once stations are confirmed to be built, the City undertakes studies on TOD. These 
studies look favourably on large single owner parcels, and envisions what the community will be in 
20-30 years upon transit network maturation. 

9 

It was suggested that the difference in cost has to be considered in more detail. 

This may be done at a parametric level. 

10 

Were options weighted? 

No 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor floodplain is not well defined. 

The study team will continue to meet with City Staff, MVC, and local developers to firm up the 
extent of the Feedmill Creek floodplain and associated development implications. 

LMSF 


12 

What would be the alternate site if Moodie falls through? 

Council has approved the site and the city is confident that this will proceed. 

13 

Is there a preferred distance from the two MSF sites being built for the network? 

There will be a facility at Belfast to the east, so naturally the second facility should be west. 

Moodie is a good balance in its location and operationally. 


Alignment and Stations 


14 

Any thought to going underground instead of elevated guideway? 


It is much more expensive - and the soil conditions are not favourable. 

15 

Many stations are against highway, and we’re swinging it up at Arcadia. Why is it acceptable for 
other stations to be located at the highway? 

We inherit work done in the 90 7 s, which is not reflective of contemporary transit planning 
principles. We know the highway is a detriment to ridership, so when we get beyond constrained 
area, we shoot higher. This alignment, where possible, shows the evolution of thinking. 

Furthermore, stations along the highway minimize impact to already existing and well established 
communities. 

16 

Flave you started to look at express service on the rail? 

No, it is not warranted on the Ottawa network. 

17 

What is the travel time from Flazeldean to March Road. 

About 30 km an hour - similar to a 90 series Transitway route. The benefits lie in gains in 
resiliency, reliability, user experience, and capacity. 

18 

Terry Fox has significant parking today. What will happen to the volume of cars coming into park, 
and what will be done? 

There is some park and ride at Palladium which we hope to increase, and at Flazeldean as well. 
Today Eagleson is over subscribed. As we get more service many lots will fill up. Solutions for sites 
will be further developed when the station is closer to implementation, in consultation with 
adjacent business and property owners. 


2.2.1 Public Consultation Group 

The Public Consultation Group (PCG) meeting was held between 6:30 and 8:30 atthe Beaverbrook Library on November 23, 
2017. Two (2) members of the PCG were in attendance; a member of the Technical Advisory Committee of Kanata, and a local 
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City Councillor. The following is a summary of the items discussed atthe meeting. 


Table 3: Public Consultation Group Discussion Summary 


Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

What is the difference between DND employment projections and the City’s? 

Approximately 40%. 

2 

What is the Ridership difference between corridors 8 and 8a? 

The ridership numbers are similar, but 8A offers a higher quality of trip, and a better, more cost- 
effective means of carrying people. 

Timing 

3 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available before council. 

4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place, and the TMP identifies the project for implementation 
beyond 2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs, and be ready for future 

TMP updates or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

5 

The new station is north of the highway at Eagleson, away from the Park and Ride? 

Yes. The study team will be looking at the ideal connection to the existing Park and Ride. 

6 

What is the distance between the park and ride and proposed station? 

About 400 metres 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

7 

Can Feedmill Creek be realigned? 

There is not a viable alternative for realignment. This segment of the creek is very naturalized, and 
difficult to find a suitable alternative alignment. 

8 

It was noted that alternative 5 did not provide a very useful station location. 

9 

Consider moving the station as far west as possible to benefit Arcadia. 

This will be examined. 

LMSF 

10 

Could the City Works Yard continue to operate, and provide LMSF service? 

This would be very challenging from an operational and space perspective. 

Alignment and Stations 

11 

What is the noise level near elevated guideways? 

Noise below guideway will be quieter. Development in this area would be office or commercial, 
with residential buffered by it. 

12 

Is below grade always a tunnel? 

No, typically a trench. 

13 

What impact do the rises and falls in elevation have on the system, and the efficiency of the 
network? 

It can actually be ideal when approaching or departing stations. None of the grades we are 
proposing are excessive, and are not expected to impact the performance of the network. 


Page 7 































Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Consultation Summary Report #2 


December 2017 


3.0 PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #2 

Public Open House #2 was held on Thursday, December 7,2017 atthe Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A, from 5:30 to 8:30 pm. 
The Open House included a series of display boards (see Appendix C) presenting to the public the work completed to date. The 
material presented on the display boards atthe Public Open House included information on: 


. Welcome 

. Study Overview 

. Study Process 

. Study Progress To-date 

. Corridor Screening - Further Analysis 

. Findings - Corridors 5 and 5A 

. Findings - Corridors 8 and 8A 

. Findings - Corridors 13 and 13A 
. Preferred Corridor 

. March Road Design Alternatives 
. Terry Fox-Palladium - Overview 
. Terry Fox - Palladium - Preferred Alternative 
. Light Maintenance and Storage Facility - Overview 

. Light Maintenance and Storage Facility - 

Evaluation Process 


. Light Maintenance and Storage Facility- 
Alternative Sites 

. Light Maintenance and Storage Facility- 
Preliminary Preferred Alternative 
. Preliminary Recommended Plan 
. March Station 

. Kanata Town Centre Station 

. Terry Fox Station 
. Didsbury Station 
. Riverchase Station 
. Palladium Station 
. Maple Grove Station 
. Hazeldean Station 
. Climate Change Considerations 
. Next Steps 


Study team members were present to answer questions in an informal setting. A presentation was given to the public at 6:30 pm 
followed by a question and answer period, which concluded at approximately 8:30. 


A resource table was provided which included copies of the City of Ottawa Official Plan, Transportation Master Plan, the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act, the Pedestrian and Cycling Plan, a guide to the Transit Projects Assessment Process, and the 
Provincial Policy Statement. 


To further assist in obtaining feedback from attendees, a Comment-Questionnaire was distributed atthe Public Open House. 
Members of the public were encouraged to provide written comments via the Comment-Questionnaire and submit them either 
before leaving the Open House or by fax, email or regular mail by December 21,2017, although submissions were accepted past 
this date. The comment-questionnaire posed a single, open ended query of'Tell us what you think..." 

All display boards, resource materials and handouts were provided in both French and English. A complete listand copies ofthe 
exhibit boards are provided on the City of Ottawa Kanata LRT project web-site at www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT . 

3.1 Notification 

Notification ofthe Open House occurred through advertisements in daily citywide newspapers on the following dates: 

. EMC News,Thursday, November23 and 30,2017 
. Le Droit, Friday, November 24 and December 1,2017 

An email notification was sent on Wednesday, November 29,2017 to all persons on the study's master mailing listand included 
members ofthe ACG, BCG, PCG, Aboriginal communities, stakeholders that had previously expressed an interest in the study, 
and was also posted on the project website. 
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3.2 Presentation Questions/Comments 

As noted a formal presentation was made by the Study Team from 6:30 to 7:30pm and included a question and answer period. 

The questions and comments and associated responses given by the study team (in italics) are recorded below: 

• Will the March/Eagleson Bus transfer be at the park and ride? No it will be at the station, north of the highway. Pedestrians 
would connect from the park and ride using a pedestrian bridge. 

• Will the pedestrian bridge be covered? Yes. It would also be fully accessible with redundant elevators. 

• Will there be escalators at stations? At some of the busier stations there will be provisions for escalators. 

• Aren't the soil conditions in the vicinity of March/Eagleson Station very challenging? Yes there are challenges. We do know 
there is a sinkhole, and we do believe that there is a way to build in here. This option put forward tonight is viable 

• What is my access as a cyclistto March/Eagleson Station? Using the road network, orthe pedestrian bridge. 

• Can I take my bike on the LRT? On off-peak hours, but likely not during rush hour. We are also looking at providing bicycle 

parking at these stations that is secure. 

• How will Kanata North be served? The LRT will transfer directly onto buses at March/Eagleson, which will use the approved 
median bus facility along March Road 

• Why does the alignmentserve Canadian Tire Centre at all, when it may not be there soon? These lands are extremely valuable 
for development, both current and future. The owners have indicated that if the arena would disappear, it is a prime location for 
transit oriented development. The Official Plan designates this area as a Mixed-Use Centre, which warrants transit service. 

• Why not run the alignment right out to Stittsville instead of serving Canadian Tire Centre and the lands to the north? The time 

for this journey will be substantially shorter than bus routes today. Serving these areas provides opportunity to provide transit 

service for future employment uses - instead of only focusing on getting people downtown. We are trying to serve everything 
all along the route to diversify. We do not speculate, it is guided by city policy and planning. By creating more diverse 
opportunities along the route, we take advantage of the asset as best possible. This opportunity will increase this ridership for 
internal trips, and take pressure off the road network. 

• Will there be a walking path from the Arcadia Community to the Campeau Station? Development plans being put forward will 
connect the community into the station. 

• What will happen to the current Huntmar Bridge, with no pedestrian provisions? We are looking at pathway connectivity - 
possibly a separate pedestrian bridge, or connecting a pedestrian facility. 

• Why are two (Moodie and Belfast) MSF sites required? From the perspective of the entire network, having two sites is a good 
thing. Trains can be stored at both ends of the line and feed into service faster. 

• Is the initial Moodie Drive site is approved? It is in the approval process now and should be complete within two months. 

• If Terry Fox was the interim terminus, would the LMSF have to expanded on day one? It would likely work for a number of years, 

but eventually it would require expansion. 

• What is the need for the special events platform at Wesley Clover Park? The City always seeks to work with adjacent 
stakeholders, and it was a way to serve the facility. This will provide a transit option for major events there. 

• What is the estimated travel time from Hazeldean to March/Eagleson? The speed of the LRT is essentially the same speed as 
the transitway. Approximately 15 minutes. 

• Can the sound barrier between March Road and Kanata Town Centre be repaired? This study will be completing a noise impact 
assessment. This will be confirmed as part of that study. 

• Will you put pedestrian and cycling facilities parallel to the tracks? Yes, or at least close by on adjacent or parallel streets. 

• Why not have a spur to Kanata North? At peak hour, due to splitting at the other end of the line, service could only be offered 

every 12 minutes. This would impact the ability to attract riders. The bus connection is a higher quality option for servicing this 

area. 

• Is there consideration for people in Stittsville to get to Kanata North? By building this LRT spine, we will be putting in ribs - 
including March Road. It becomes a grid to serve the whole of Kanata and Stittsville. More opportunity for interchange, and 
more frequent service. The intention is that the bus service is frequent enough that passengers will not need to worry about 
making a connection, rather the transfers will happen fluidly. 
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• Are express trains being considered? These are not foreseen in the network as it is envisioned. 

• Will cost estimates be developed? Yes, a Class D estimate will be completed in the Spring. 

• Have you considered the honour system instead of fare paid zones? No, we are guided by the operational policies of OC 
Transpo to provide space for Fare Paid Zones. 

• The March Road/Campeau intersection is very busy today. Will the station add to the challenges here? Although challenging, 
the team is confident it will work well. The solution to the congestion issues here is to reduce automobile use, which this project 
will do. 

• Will the City consider BRT service south along Eagleson? N ot currently, but may form part of the next TMP review. 

• Will the project consider implementation? Yes, phasing and implementation will be part of this study. 

3.3 Summary of Open House Participant Comments 

Attendees were asked to sign-in upon entering the Public Open House. A total of 104 people signed-in over the course of the 
evening. Based on the information provided, most Public Open House attendees identified addresses located within the study area 
(Figure 2). A total of 15 Comment-Questionnaires were returned during or following the Open House. All of the comments received 
are listed in Appendix D. Following the consultation events, a total of 8 emails were received from the general public following the 
Public Open House. These emails are transcribed in Appendix E. Together, a total of 23 comments were received from this 
Public Open House. 


Figure 2: Open House Attendees 



All comment-questionnaires and emails were examined and tabulated to record feedback received and to better understand the 
opinion of those who had reviewed the materials presented. The following are the most frequently discussed issues or concerns 
from the comment-questionnaires and emails, in order: 


PARSONS 
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• Support for preliminary recommended plan (13) 

• Build Kanata LRT sooner than proposed (9) 

• Concern with station locations/travel time between Campeau and Palladium (3) 

• Park and Ride locations/size (2) 

• Accommodate future commuter rail connections (2) 

• Add spur to serve Kanata North (2) 

• Eagleson Station design (2) 


Table 4: Comment-Questionnaire/Email Tabulation 


No. 

Comment 

Frequency 

1. Corridor Preference 

1.1 

Support for preliminary recommended plan 

13 

1.2 

Build Kanata LRT as soon as possible 

9 

1.3 

Concern with station locations/travel time between Campeau and Palladium 

3 

1.4 

Park and Ride locations/size 

2 

1.5 

Accommodate future commuter rail connections 

2 

1.6 

Add spur to serve Kanata North 

2 

1.7 

Eagleson Station design 

2 

1.8 

Safety of elevated guideway 

1 

1.9 

Ensure view protection along Highway 417 in vicinity of the LMSF 

1 

1.10 

LMSF location/design 

1 

1.11 

Preserve mature trees wherever possible 

1 

1.12 

Provide measures to prevent street parking nearby stations 

1 

1.13 

Provide noise mitigation where required 

1 

1.14 

Ensure Canadian Tire Centre warrants a station in the future 

1 

1.15 

Concern over congestion along March Road 

1 

1.16 

P rovide for Transit 0 riented Development opportunities 

1 

1.17 

Supports the number of stations 

1 

1.18 

Consider honour system instead of fare regulation 

1 
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4.1 Appendix A - Presentation 
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Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study 

Public Open House #2 
Transportation Services Department 



December 7, 2017 


Agenda 


• Review study progress 

• Confirm the Preferred Corridor 

• Design Alternatives 

• Light Maintenance and Storage Facility 

• Preliminary Recommended Plan 

• Next Steps 


Ottawa 
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Context for the Study 

• Confederation Line nearing completion (2018) 

• Stage 2 Extension of Confederation Line West to 
Moodie and Baseline Stations is proceeding (2023) 

• Strategic opportunity to review possibility of Stage 3 
to extend service further west 



Ottawa 


Study Goals 


• Determine the Preferred Corridor; 

• Determine the Recommended Plan for LRT 
alignment and stations; and 

• Determine project staging and implementation 
based on future ridership and affordability. 
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Study Schedule 


Pre-Planning Phase 



Study Process 

Environmental Assessment requirements 
addressed through Transit Project Assessment 
Process (TPAP) 

Documented in Environmental Project Report 
(EPR) 


Generate and Evaluate 
alternative designs 

Prepare draft reports 
Consult with stakeholders 
Collecte de donnees 

Elaboration et evaluation 
de concepts de rechange 

Preparation de rapports 
preiiminaires 

Consultation avec les 
groupes interesses 


Consultation on 
draft Environmental 
Project Report 
(EPR) 

Consultation sur le 
Rapport sur le 
projet 

environnemental 


120 Days/120 jours 


Review of the 
Environmental 
Project Report 

Examen du 
Rapport sur 
le projet 
environnemental 


30 Days / 30 jours 


Examen par 
les ministres 


35 Days / 35 jours 




Pre-Planning and Consultation / 

fllMf prealable a la planification et consultation 


Ontario Transit Project Assessment Process (±6 months) / 

Processus devaluation des projets de transport en common de I'Ontario (±6 mois) 
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What We Heard 

• Expressed support for Corridor 8 

• Do not support Corridor 13 

• Consider how to provide a supporting transit 
network to better serve Kanata & Stittsville 

• Extend corridor 8 beyond Canadian Tire Centre, 
towards Hazeldean 

• How to cross Highway 417 

• Connectivity to stations 

• Transit-Oriented Development potential 

• Future ridership numbers 

Ottawa « 
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Additional Corridor Evaluation 

• Further assessment of Corridors 1, 5, 8, 13 was 
undertaken 

- Terminus modified in each corridor 

• Evaluated new scenarios against same criteria 
used in initial evaluation 

• Used ridership projections from City Transportation 
model 

• All scenarios provide increased transit ridership 
versus the Transportation Master Plan Base 
Scenario (2031 Affordable Network) 

O ttawa 


Preferred Corridor - 8A 



Ridership Potential TOD & City Natural 

& Network Building Environment 

Connectivity Opportunities Impacts 


Provides rapid transit spine, 
supports approved transit corridors, 
development patterns 
Good connection to Kanata North 
should be provided to enhance 
network 

Extension to Hazeldean further 
increases ridership, improves 
network connectivity and provides 
additional transit-oriented 
development opportunities 


Environment Complexity 


Capital & 
Operational Costs 
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Alternative Designs 

• Generally, the LRT will follow the same alignment 
as previously approved Transitway EA’s 

• Alternative designs have been developed and 
evaluated for: 

- March/Eagleson Station 

- Terry Fox Station to Palladium segment 


Ottawa 
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Alternative Designs 



Campeau 


Did 5 bury 


Palladium\ 

V^: 



—-- 


March/ 

Eagleson 


<:* 


Eagleson 

V 

_ J 


March/Eagleson Station 

LRT will follow previously studied and approved 
BRT alignment 

Main considerations in developing a preferred 
design at this location include: 


Station connectivity 


• Transit/traffic 
operations 

• Land use 
compatibility 

• Cost 

^Ottawa 
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March/Eagleson Station- Alternative 1 

• Limited impact to Ontario Provincial Police (OPP) 
facility 

• Bus terminal / Passenger pick-up and drop-off 
adjacent to station 

• Supports good 
station 

connectivity and 
access 

• Impact to BRT 
connection 

Ottawa 



March/Eagleson Station- Alternative 2 


• Maintains BRT connection 

• Requires relocation of OPP facility 

• Bus terminal is complex, and removed from LRT 
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March/Eagleson Station- Alternative 3 


• Impact to BRT connection 

• Impacts OPP facility but may not require relocation 

• Bus terminal further away from LRT platforms 



March/Eagleson Station 
Preferred: Alternative 1 



Ottawa 


Minimizes impact on the OPP facility, Watt’s Creek and 
adjacent lands 
Provides for a bus 


terminal immediately 
adjacent to the station 
Supports good station 
connectivity and 
access 
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March/Eagleson Station 
Preferred Alternative - Next Steps 

Additional work will be undertaken as part of station 
planning to consider: 

• Station connectivity 

• Traffic analysis / intersection design 

• The location and design of a new pedestrian/ cycling 
bridge over Highway 417 to the existing Park and Ride. 



Terry Fox to Palladium 


• 6 Alternatives 
identified based on 
stakeholder feedback 

• Considers changes to 
Campeau Road and 
Feedmill Creek 

• Opportunities to 
address impacts on 
land development / 
property 

• Integration with future 
road network 



>idsbury-' 

Station 


Station 
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Terry Fox to Palladium 

• Alternatives evaluated based on multiple criteria 
within the following categories 

- Transportation System Compatibility 

- Maximize Ridership Potential 

- Compatibility with Planned/Existing Communities 

- Social Environment 

- Natural Environment 

- Cost 
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Terry Fox to Palladium - Alternative 2 


nil 


' ■ 'tfei 1 



.« . / ^ / 

•—HfiudlSrk- * 

1 Station • ? 




Transportation 

System 

Compatibility 


Maximize Compatibility with 


Station location provides good 
coverage of existing/ proposed 
land uses 

Good opportunity for city building 
and station integration with public 
realm 

Good alignment geometry, with 
larger radius horizontal curves 
Guideway further away from 
adjacent residential community 
Allows for development frontage 
along Campeau 


Ridership 

Potential 


Planned/Existing 

Communities 


Social 

Environment 


Natural 

Environment 


Terry Fox to Palladium - Alternative 3 


• Impact to development on adjacent 
lands as alignment bisects property 

• Station on east side of Canadian 
Tire Centre more difficult to 
integrate with existing and future 
development opportunities 

• Guideway further away from 
adjacent residential community 

• Alters previously identified and 
approved Carp River crossing 



Transportation 

System 

Compatibility 

Maximize 

Ridership 

Potential 

Compatibility with 
Planned/Existing 
Communities 

Social 

Environment 

Natural 

Environment 

Cost 
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Terry Fox to Palladium - Alternative 4 



Transportation 

System 

Compatibility 


Maximize Compatibility with 


Significant impact to development 
and access on adjacent lands 
Station would be challenging to 
connect into future road network 
Guideway further away from 
adjacent residential community 
Alters previously identified and 
approved Carp River crossing 


Ridership 

Potential 


Planned/Existing 

Communities 


Social 

Environment 


Natural 

Environment 


Terry Fox to Palladium - Alternative 5 



Minimizes impact to development 
lands by placing alignment along 
south edge of property, adjacent to 
Highway 417 

Station would be challenging to 
connect into future road network 
Reduced catchment area of station 
with Highway 417 barrier 
Minimal natural environment 
impacts 

Skewed crossing of Highway 417 
will be challenging 


Transportation 

System 

Compatibility 

Maximize 

Ridership 

Potential 

Compatibility with 
Planned/Existing 
Communities 

Social 

Environment 

Natural 

Environment 

Cost 
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Terry Fox to Palladium - Alternative 6 



No station north of Highway 417 
Does not serve development lands 
or existing communities 
Station on east side of Canadian 
Tire Centre more difficult to 
integrate with existing and future 
development opportunities. 

Minimal natural environment 
impacts 


Transportation 

System 

Compatibility 

Maximize 

Ridership 

Potential 

Compatibility with 
Planned/Existing 
Communities 

Social 

Environment 

Natural 

Environment 
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Terry Fox to Palladium - Summary 



Transportation System 
Compatibility 

Maximize Ridership Potential 

Compatibility with 

Planned/Existing 

Communities 

Social Environment 

Natural Environment 

Costs 

SUMMARY 


Options 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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Terry Fox to Palladium 
Preferred: Alternative 2 


• Places Campeau Station far 
enough north to serve the 
area effectively; 

• Provides for good access and 
visibility of rapid transit to the 
surrounding community; 

• Can be integrated along south 
edge of planned development; 



• Makes best use of the previously approved rapid transit 
corridor and lands; 


• Provides for a tangent/ 90 degree crossing of Highway 417. 

28 
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LMSF Activities 

• Heavy maintenance activities will be concentrated 
at Belfast MSF 

• LMSF activities include: 

- Interior/exterior cleaning 

- Minor repairs (seats, windows, doors) 

- Daily inspection and servicing 

- Operator hand-off/hand-over 

- Overnight storage of trains 

Ottawa 



Light Maintenance and Storage Facility 

• Extension of LRT to Kanata requires additional 
analysis of LMSF options 

- Expansion of Moodie LMSF 

- Additional LMSF further west 

- Additional storage further west 
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LMSF Site Evaluation 

• 9 potential sites identified 

• Potential sites must be: 

- Close to mainline (<500-750 m ideal) 

- Large (12-16 ha), regular-shaped site ideal 

- A continuous parcel (not assembled group of 
parcels) 

• Process similar to previous evaluation for Belfast, 
Woodroffe, Moodie 

Ottawa 32 


Moodie LMSF 



Ottawa 
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Additional LMSF Potential Sites 


LMSF Site Evaluation 


Sites evaluated on a range of criteria 
• Social Environment 

Facility Operations 


- Effects to local residents 

- LMSF site servicing 


- Site safety 

- LRT operations 


- Transportation network # 

Economics 


- Land uses 

- Heritage / Culture 

- Property 


• Biophysical Environment 



- Soil types 

- Contaminated materials 

- Key natural features 

- Greenbelt 

- Flood plains 



'^Ottawa 
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LMSF Evaluation Results 

Site 

Moodie 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Effects to local 
residents 










Site safety 

• 

A 

• 

• 

A 

• 

A 

A 

A 

Transportation 

Network 

• 

A 

A 

■ 

A 

• 

A 

• 

A 

Land uses 

A 

■ 

• 

■ 

■ 

• 

■ 

■ 

■ 

Heritage / Culture 

• 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

A 

Soil types 

• 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

• 

• 

Contaminated 

Materials 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

Key Natural 
Features 

A 

A 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Greenbelt 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Floodplains 

• 

A 

A 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

MSF site Servicing 

• 

• 

A 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Property 

• 

• 

• 

A 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

LRT Operations 

• 

A 

A 

■ 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 


Preliminary Preferred LMSF Alternative 

• The preliminary preferred LMSF alternative is to 
expand the Moodie Drive site previously identified 
by Stage 2. Discussions with the NCC are ongoing. 

• Requires some NCC property 

• Requires realignment of Corkstown Road 
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Preliminary Recommended Plan 


'Ottawa 

_ 


Preliminary Recommended Plan 
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Elevated Guideway 


• Allows for flow of vehicles and traffic underneath 

• Provides visibility 

• Successful in other cities 



Concept Station Designs 

• Being developed for each station 

• Consistent with design vision along Confederation 


Line and fully accessible 
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Next Steps 

• Based on feedback from consultation groups and 
public, project team will: 

- Confirm and refine the recommended plan 

- Confirm the preferred LMSF location 

- Undertake environmental impact assessment 

- Present recommendations to City Transportation 
Committee and Council (March/April, 2018) 

- Issue Notice of Commencement (TPAP) 
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QUESTIONS? 


www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT 

Contact: Angela Taylor 
(613)580-2424 Ext. 15210 

anqela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 


{ tytam 


44 
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DATE: 21 November, 2017 

TIME: 9:30 to 11:30 

LOCATION: Honeywell Room, Ottawa City Hall 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

SteDhen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

ACG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Frank McKinney 

City of Ottawa 

Frank. mckinnev@ottawa.ca 

Eva Walrond 

City of Ottawa 

Eva. wa 1 ro n d @ otta wa. ca 

Mark Young 

City of Ottawa 

Mark.Youne@ottawa.ca 

Jaime Yeung Miller 

City of Ottawa 

Jamie.veunemiller@ottawa.ca 

Laurent Jolliet 

City of Ottawa 

Laurent Jolliet@ottawa.ca 

Lauren Reeves 

City of Ottawa 

La u ren. reeves@otta wa .ca 

Ryan Polkinghorne 

City of Ottawa 

Rvan.Polkinehorne@ottawa.ca 

Amy Macpherson 

City of Ottawa 

Amv.Macoherson@ottawa.ca 

Marc Magierowicz 

City of Ottawa 

Marc.Maeierowics@ottawa.ca 

Genya Stefanoff 

OC Transpo 

Genva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca 

Eric Lalande 

RVCA 

Eric.lalande@RVCA.ca 

Arto Keklikian 

NCC 

arto.keklikian@ncc-ccn.ca 

Binitha Chakraburtty 

NCC 

Binitha.Chakreburttv@ncc-ccn.ca 

Natalie Ognibene 

NCC 

Natalie.oenibene@ncc-ccn.ca 

Vance Bedore 

PS PC 

vance. bedore@tosec-owesc.ee.ca 

Rosie-Anne Thibodeau 

DND 

Rosie-anne.thibodeau@forces.ec.ca 

Robert McIntosh 

DND 

Robert.mcintosh2@forces.ec.ca 

Frank Vanderlaan 

MTO 

Frank.Vanderlaan@Ontario.ca 

John Price 

MVCA 

iorice@mvc.on.ca 

Nick Osburn 

OPP 

Nick.Osburn@ooD.ca 

Timothy Oommen 

Hydro Ottawa 

Timothv.Oommen@hvdroottawa.ca 

David Jeanes 

Transport Action 

David@ieanes.ca 

Jeff Elkow (by phone) 

MTCS 

Jeff.Elkow@Ontario.ca 

Brent Walker (by phone) 

Infrastructure Ontario 

Brent.Walker@infrastructureontario.ca 

Claudia Dias (by phone) 

Environment Climate Change Canada 

claudia.dias@canada.ca 


Presentation 


A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. _ 


Discussion 


Alignment to DND 


1 

It was noted that the DND employment numbers discussed are confidential, and should only be 
discussed internally. 

2 

It was noted that the vision of DND is that riders transferring at Moodie will step right onto an OC 
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Transpo bus from the train for an efficient and quick transfer. 

The objective will be to have a smooth transition onto a bus. Service will be based on demand. 

3 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 


4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place, and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs, and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 


March - Eagleson 


5 

The preferred option still has impact to the OPP site. 

Yes. We will continue to work with the OPP and Infrastructure Ontario on mitigating impacts to the 
site. 

6 

Have you considered any advantage to moving the station west? 

Yes. There is no possibility to move further west due to creek constraints. 

7 

Concern over the proximity of two signalized intersections along Campeau? 

Preliminary analysis shows it will work, but there will certainly be challenges operationally. 


Terry Fox to Palladium 


8 

Is there an operational difference with the 6 options and the tightness of turns? 

There are some minor differences from a rider comfort perspective. They all provide acceptable 
geometry for construction and operation however Option #2 has more generous curves than several 
of the other options. 

9 

Consider the elevation constraints along this area for costing 

We have engaged experts, and will continue to do so. 

10 

Why does alternative two not do better on cost? 

They are all very much similar when compared to each other. Option six is the cheapest due to the 
lack of a station , and the shortest amount of guideway. 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor is defined in Kanata west implementation. The actual width of the 
corridor is not physically defined though. It is just in words at this point. 

It was agreed that the study team will continue to meet with City Staff, MVCA, and local developers to 
firm up the location of the Feedmill Creek corridor. 

12 

It was noted that Feedmill creek rehabilitation is planned to be ongoing in the coming years. 

Mitigation will likely be required to protect the installed rehabilitation and should be flagged in the EA. 

LMSF 


13 

It was noted that although there is a cost to cleaning up contaminated soil for site 6, it is also an 
opportunity to remediate the area. 

14 

The NCC expressed concern over the Ultimate Moodie LMSF footprint and the evaluation results. It 
was agreed the study team would continue to work with the NCC to ensure that what is being shown is 
consistent with the work to date completed by the Stage 2 office. 


Alignment and Stations 


15 

Does the Terry Fox catchment area extend across 417 

The Study Team will review the connectivity for this station and assess if a pedestrian bridge is 
required. 

16 

People will connect via buses to these stations - which ones will be prioritized? 

March Road with the BRT connection , Terry Fox is expected to accommodate a large number of 
transfers, and Fiazeldean as a terminus station. 

17 

Is there a requirement for park and rides considering the rise of autonomous vehicles? 

In the future, parking may be converted to drop-off to accommodate this technology. This will depend 
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on trends closer to implementation. 

18 

Will the design work for the Earl Grey crossing have to change? 

The separation is sufficient to accommodate both crossings. It is not thought that the Earl Gray work 
will be impacted. 

Closing Remarks 

19 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to SteDhen.fitzDatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 23 November 2017 

TIME: 2:30 to 4:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Public Library 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Peter Steacy 

Parsons 

Peter.steacv@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

BCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Don Patterson 

Accessibility Advisory Committee 

Don.Patterson@Roeers.com 

Susan Murphy 

Minto Communities 

smurohv@minto.com 

Curtis Scarlett 

Minto Communities 

cscarlett@minto.com 

Jeff Nadeau 

Fotenn - for Richcraft 

nadeau@fotenn.com 

Adam Stuart 

Kanata Central BIA 

Adam.stuart.457@thetire.ca 

James Beach 

Broccolini 

Russell.hearl@broccolini.ca 

Russell Beach 

Broccolini 

James@broccolini.ca 

Kristin Small 

KCBIA 

KanataCentralBIA@email.com 

Janet MacDonald 

OCDSB 

Janet.macdonald@ocdsb.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

Is a spur line to Carling Campus an option should growth surpass the estimates today? 

The footprint may be able to be protected , however operationally it is very challenging to 
accommodate. 

Timing 

2 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available in the report to Transportation Committee and Council. 

3 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place, and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

4 

From an accessibility viewpoint, the transfer from the Park and Ride will be difficult. 

The distance here is challenging. Any pathways or connections will be level and accessible, and will 
feature redundant elevators and other accessible features. This station will be fully accessible; 
including drop off spots for Para Transpo and accessible vehicles. 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

5 

It was noted that Minto and Broccolini will be submitting a formal review of the design evaluation. 

6 

Was an alignment west of Huntmar considered? 

This was previously considered and eliminated in the Kanata West BRT EA Study as it is close to the 
edge of the urban boundary so it is not a real contributor to ridership. 

7 

The criteria ‘Maximize ridership potential’ assumes what development? 

At this level it comes down to catchment potential. Down against the highway greatly reduces the 
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ability to maximize ridership potential. 

8 

Is no further adjustment made for densities within catchment? 

No , because once stations are confirmed to be built, the City undertakes studies on TOD. These 
studies look favourably on large single owner parcels, and envisions what the community will be in 
20-30 years upon transit network maturation. 

9 

It was suggested that the difference in cost has to be considered in more detail. 

This may be done at a parametric level. 

10 

Were options weighted? 

No 

11 

The Feedmill Creek Corridor floodplain is not well defined. 

The study team will continue to meet with City Staff , MVCA, and local developers to firm up the extent 
of the Feedmill Creek floodplain and associated development implications. 

LMSF 


12 

What would be the alternate site if Moodie falls through? 

Council has approved the site and the city is confident that this will proceed. 

13 

Is there a preferred distance from the two MSF sites being built for the network? 

There will be a facility at Belfast to the east, so naturally the second facility should be west. Moodie is 
a good balance in its location and operationally. 


Alignment and Stations 


14 

Any thought to going underground instead of elevated guideway? 


It is much more expensive - and the soil conditions are not favourable. 

15 

Many stations are against highway, and we’re swinging it up at Arcadia. Why is it acceptable for other 
stations to be located at the highway? 

We inherit work done in the 90's, which is not reflective of contemporary transit planning principles. 

We know the highway is a detriment to ridership, so when we get beyond constrained area, we shoot 
higher. This alignment, where possible, shows the evolution of thinking. Furthermore, stations along 
the highway minimize impact to already existing and well established communities. 

16 

Flave you started to look at express service on the rail? 

No, it is not warranted on the Ottawa network. 

17 

What is the travel time from Flazeldean to March Road. 

About 30 km an hour - similar to a 90 series Transitway route. The benefits lie in gains in resiliency, 
reliability, user experience, and capacity. 

18 

Terry Fox has significant parking today. What will happen to the volume of cars coming into park, and 
what will be done? 

There is some park and ride at Palladium which we hope to increase, and at Fiazeidean as well. Today 
Eagleson is over subscribed. As we get more service many lots will fill up. Solutions for sites will be 
further developed when the station is closer to implementation, in consultation with adjacent 
business and property owners. 


Closing Remarks 


19 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 

Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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DATE: 23 November,2017 

TIME: 6:30 to 8:30 

LOCATION: Beaverbrook Library Branch 

STUDY TEAM MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 

Angela Taylor 

City of Ottawa - Project Manager 

Aneela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 

David Hopper 

Parsons 

David.hooDer@oarsons.com 

Kelly Roberts 

Morrison Hershfield 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Parsons 

Steohen.fitzoatrick@oarsons.com 

PCG MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Sefton Haisz 

TACK 

sefton@svmoatico.ca 

Counc. Shad Kadri 

City of Ottawa 

Shad.Kadri@ottawa.ca 


Presentation 

A formal presentation was given outlining the work done to date, including additional evaluation of corridors, finalizing 
the preferred corridor, the evaluation of preliminary designs along the preferred corridor and Light Maintenance and 
Storage Facility sites, and the preliminary Recommended Plan. A copy of the presentation is attached. 

Discussion 

Alignment to DND 

1 

What is the difference between DND employment projections and the City’s? 

Approximately 40%. 

2 

What is the Ridership difference between corridors 8 and 8a? 

It is a similar number of ridership , but 8A offers a higher quality of trip , and a better , more cost 
effective means of carrying people. 

Timing 

3 

Will you be looking at phasing and implementation? 

Yes. This information will be available before council. 

4 

What is the next step now that the corridor has been selected? 

There is currently no funding in place , and the TMP identifies the project for implementation beyond 
2031. The corridor will be protected for as development occurs , and be ready for future TMP updates 
or availability of funding. 

March - Eagleson 

5 

The new station is north of the highway at Eagleson, away from the Park and Ride? 

Yes. The study team will be looking at the ideal connection to the existing Park and Ride. 

6 

What is the distance between the park and ride and proposed station? 

About 400 metres 

Terry Fox to Palladium 

7 

Can Feedmill creek be realigned? 

The development blocks are fairly equal - what is shown is pretty much the best spot. There is not a 
viable alternative for realignment. This segment of the creek is very naturalized, and difficult to find a 
suitable alternative alignment. 

8 

It was noted that alternative 5 did not provide a very useful station location. 

9 

Consider moving the station as far west as possible to benefit Arcadia. 

This will be examined. 

LMSF 

10 

Could the City works yard continue to operate, and provide LMSF service? 

This would be very challenging from an operational and space perspective. 

Alignment and Stations 

11 

What is the noise level near elevated guideways? 
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Noise below guideway will be quieter. Development in this area would be office or commercial, with 
residential buffered by it. 

12 

Is below grade always a tunnel? 

No , typically a trench. 

13 

What impact do the rises and falls in elevation have on the system, and the efficiency of the network? 

It can actually be ideal when approaching or departing stations. None of the grades we are proposing 
are excessive , and are not expected to impact the performance of the network. 


Closing Remarks 


14 

Next Milestones in EA Study Process: 


Public Open House in early December, Transportation Committee/Council in March or April, 2018. 


Please report any errors or omission to Stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com . 
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Transportation Services Department • Direction generale des transports 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

(Moodie Drive to Hazeldean Road) 

Etude de planification et EE du TRL a 

Kanata 

(de la promenade Moodie au chemin Hazeldean) 


Open House 

Thursday December 7, 2017 
5:30 to 8:30 p.m. 

Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A 
100 Charlie Rogers Place 


Seance portes ouvertes 
Le jeudi 7 decembre 2017 
17h 30 a 20 h 30 

Complexe recreatif Kanata, salle A 
100, place Charlie-Rogers 



Welcome 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Bienvenue 


Tonight is an opportunity for you to learn more about the study and 
ask questions. We are seeking your comments on the work 
undertaken to date. 

Please identify any issues and concerns that you would like to see 
addressed during the study. You are invited to fill out a Comment- 
Questionnaire Form. Leave it in the box provided, or return it to us 
by mail by December 21 st . Comments can also be submitted by 
email to Anqela.Tavlor@Ottawa.ca 

Additional information on the project can be found on the City's 
website at: www.ottawa.ca/kanataLRT. 


Vous aurez I’occasion ce soir d’en apprendre davantage sur cette etude et 
de poser des questions. Nous voulons entendre vos commentaires sur le 
travail entrepris a ce jour et nous vous invitons a remplir le formulaire de 
commentaires et questionnaire. Deposez-le dans la boite prevue a cet 
effet et retournez-le-nous par la poste d’ici le 21 decembre prochain. Vous 
pouvez aussi nous transmettre vos commentaires par courriel a 
anqela.tavlor@ottawa.ca . 

Pour d’autres renseignements sur le projet, rendez-vous sur le site Web de 
la Ville a www.ottawa.ca/kanataTLR . 

Votre opinion et votre apport a la discussion sont importants pour assurer 
le succes de cette etude! 



Your views and contributions are important to the success of this 
study! 

























Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 



Study Overview 


Apergu de I’etude 


An Environmental Assessment study is currently underway to 
determine how to extend the Confederation Line LRT into Kanata. 

This project will define a corridor for the future expansion of the City’s 
LRT network to Kanata. The extension of LRT to Kanata was 
identified in the Ultimate Network contained in the City's 2013 
Transportation Master Plan (TMP). This EA will update the work done 
in the TMP, and examine corridors along Highway 417, but also to 
the north and south of the highway. 

The objectives of 
this study are to determine 
the: 

• Preferred corridor; 

• Recommended Plan for LRT 
alignment and stations; and 

• Project staging and 
implementation based on 
ridership and affordability. 


Annoncee en juin 2016, une etude devaluation environnementale vient 
de commencer pour determiner comment prolonger jusqu’a Kanata la 
Ligne de la Confederation du TLR. 

Ce projet permettra de definir un couloir pour I’agrandissement futur du 
reseau de train leger de la Ville jusqu’a Kanata. Le prolongement du 
train leger est presente dans le reseau ultime du Plan directeur des 
transports (PDT) de 2013. L’evaluation environnementale (EE) 
actualisera le travail realise dans le PDT et examinera les couloirs le 
long de I’autoroute 417, mais aussi au nord et au sud de I’autoroute. 

Les objectifs de I’etude sont de 
determiner: 

• le couloir privilegie; 

• le plan recommande pour le trace du 
TLR et les stations; 

• les etapes et la mise en oeuvre du 
projet en fonction de I’achalandage et 
de I’abordabilite 
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Study Process 


Apergu de I’etude 


The study is following a two-phase process: 


L’etude suit un processus en deux phases: 


1. A Planning and Functional Design Phase (underway) to 
develop a Recommended Plan. 

2. An Environmental Assessment Phase. The EA requirements 
will be addressed through Ontario’s Transit Project Assessment 
Process (TPAP). 

At the end of the first phase, the study findings will be presented to 
the City's Transportation Committee, and to City Council before the 
Environmental Assessment Phase is initiated with the posting of 
the Notice of Commencement. 


1. La planification et la conception fonctionnelle (en cours) pour elaborer 
un plan recommande. 

2. L’evaluation environnementale. Les exigences en matiere d’EE seront 
abordees lors du processus devaluation des projets de transport en 
commun de I’Ontario. 

A la fin de la premiere phase, les conclusions de I’etude seront presentees 
au Comite des transports de la Ville et au Conseil municipal avant le 
lancement de la phase de revaluation environnementale par la publication 
d’une avis de commencement. 


Data Collection 

Generate and Evaluate 
alternative designs 

Prepare draft reports 

Consult with stakeholders 

Coilecte de donnees 

Elaboration et evaluation 
de concepts de rechange 

Preparation de rapports 
preliminaire s 

Consultation avec les 
groupes interesses 


Consultation on 
draft Environmental 
Project Report 
(EPR) 

Consultation sur le 
Rapport sur le 
projet 

en vironn emen tai 


Review of the 
Environmental 
Project Report 

Examen du 
Rapport sur 
le projet 

environnemental 


Ministers 

Review 

Examen par 
les ministres 


120 Days / 120 jours 


30 Days / 30 jours 


35 Days / 35 jours 


Pre-Planning and Consultation / 

Pferiode prtialable a la pianrfioation et consuttation 


Ontario Transit Project Assessment Process (±6 months) / 

Processus devaluation des projets do transport en common de I 'Ontario (±s mois) 
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Study Progress To-date 

To-date the study team has: 


Etat d’avancement de I’etude 

Jusqu’a maintenant, I’equipe chargee de I’etude a : 


• Compiled Existing Conditions information for the Study Area 

• Evaluated 13 alternative corridors 

• Presented preliminary findings at first Public Open House June 
5,2017 

• Undertaken additional analysis of the top corridor alternatives 

• Met with stakeholders to discuss specific project issues 

• Identified a preferred corridor 

• Evaluated and identified preliminary preferred alignment and 
station designs 


compile des donnees sur les conditions actuelles du secteur a I’etude; 
evalue 13 options de traces du couloir; 

presente ses conclusions preliminaires lors de la premiere seance 

portes ouvertes du 5 juin 2017; 

reanalyse les principales options de traces du couloir; 

rencontre des intervenants pour discuter de questions propres au projet; 

determine le couloir privilegie; 

evalue et determine les plans preliminaires privileges pour le trace et 
les stations. 


What We’ve Heard So Far: 


Ce qu’on nous a dit jusqu’a maintenant: 


• Support for preliminary preferred Corridor 8 along the north side 
of Highway 417 

• Support for extending Corridor 8 to Hazeldean Road 

• Desirability of serving all of north and south Kanata, as well as 
Stittsville with a balanced transit network 

• Location of park and ride facilities and LRT terminus 


appui au trace preliminaire privilegie du couloir 8 le long du cote nord de 
I’autoroute 417; 

appui au prolongement du couloir 8 jusqu’au chemin Hazeldean; 
interet de desservir Kanata-Nord, Kanata-Sud et Stittsville grace a un 
reseau de transport en commun equilibre; 
emplacement des parcs-o-bus et du terminus du train leger. 
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Corridor Screening - Further Analysis Evaluation des couloirs - Analyse detaillee 


Corridor 8 performed strongest in the initial analysis, however 
questions about the ridership and network potential of Corridors 5 
and 13 warranted further analysis. 


Le couloir 8 a obtenu le plus de points dans I’analyse initiale. Toutefois, 
des questions au sujet du potentiel d’achalandage et de reseau des 
couloirs 5 et 13 necessitaient une analyse detaillee. 


Alternative terminus station locations were identified for each 
corridor option, (Corridors 5A, 8A, and 13A) and their performance 
was assessed against the same criteria used in the initial 
evaluation. 


The results of this analysis are presented on the following boards. 


Des emplacements differents pour le terminus ont ete proposees pour 
chaque option (couloirs 5A, 8A et 13A), et ils ont ete evalues en fonction 
des memes criteres que dans revaluation initiale. 


Les resultats de cette analyse sont presentes aux diapositives suivantes. 
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Corridor 5 / Couloir 5 


Not Preferred / Non privilegie 

Summary: The LRT would replace the March Road BRT and serve 
North Kanata. A major transfer is needed at March/Eagleson for 
buses serving the Town Center and South Kanata. 

The LRT would be bundled with the highway across the greenbelt. 
The route would affect the natural areas in the northwest, putting 
development pressure on the area. 

The long route is complex to construct and would be expensive to 
build and operate. 

Resume : Le TLR remplacerait le TCRAsur le chemin March et 
desservirait Kanata Nord. Les correspondances sont nombreuses a 
la hauteur des chemins March/Eagleson pour les autobus desservant 
le centre-ville de Kanata et Kanata Sud. 

Le TLR serait amalgame a la route traversant la Ceinture de verdure. 
Le parcours aurait des repercussions sur les zones naturelles au 
nord-ouest, exergant des pressions sur I’amenagement dans ce 
secteur. 

Le long parcours est complexe a construire et il couterait cher a 
construire et a exploiter. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 
reseau 

City Building Opportunities / 
Occasions d’amenagement 
urbain 

Natural Environment/ 
Environnement naturel 

Social Environment / Environnement 
social 

Complexity / 
Complexite 

Capital & Operating Costs/ 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 





'. 
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Corridor 5A / Couloir 5A 


Not Preferred / Non privilegie 

Summary: The LRT would replace the March Road BRT and serve 
North Kanata, terminating at Innovation Park and Ride. 

A major transfer is needed at March/Eagleson for buses serving 
Kanata Town Centre and South Kanata. The LRT would be bundled 
with the highway across the greenbelt. 

The reduced length compared to Corridor 5 would be cheaper to 
build but would not serve riders as efficiently, requiring more 
transfers and supporting bus service. 

Resume: Le train leger remplacerait le TCRAsur le chemin March et 
desservirait Kanata-Nord jusqu’au parc-o-bus Innovation. 

Un point de correspondance important s’impose a I’intersection des 
chemins March et Eagleson pour les autobus desservant le centre- 
ville de Kanata et Kanata-Sud. Le train leger serait amalgame a 
I’autoroute traversant la Ceinture de verdure. 

Le trace, plus court comparativement au couloir 5, serait plus 
economique a construire, mais n’offrirait pas un service aussi 
efficace aux usagers, car il impliquerait davantage de 
correspondances et s’appuierait sur le service d’autobus. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 


City Building Opportunities / 
Occasions d’amenagement 
urbain 


Natural Environment/ 
Environnement naturel 


Social Environment / Environnement 


Complexity / 
Complexite 


Capital & Operating Costs / 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 
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Corridor 8 / Couloir 8 


Initially Preferred / Privilegie au depart 



Marth/Eagleson 


Summary: This route follows the previously approved BRT corridor 
and would serve the Town Center and Palladium areas and allow for 
an efficient transit network in Kanata. 

Bus transfer stations can be developed. The alignment has been 
protected through development areas west of Terry Fox, and has little 
impact on the natural or social environment. 

The relatively short route would be straightforward to build with low 
capital and operating costs. 

Resume: Ce parcours suit le couloir du TCRAdeja approuve et 
desservirait le centre-ville de Kanata et les secteurs de la promenade 
Palladium. De plus, il fournirait a Kanata un reseau de transport en 
commun efficace. 

Des stations de correspondance pourraient etre amenagees. Le trace 
traversant les secteurs d’amenagement a I’ouest de la promenade 
Terry-Fox a ete protege, et il a peu de repercussions sur 
I’environnement naturel ou social. 

Ce parcours relativement court serait facile a construire, et les couts 
d’immobilisations et de fonctionnement seraient faibles. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 


City Building Opportunities / 
Occasions d’amenagement 
urbain 


Natural Environment/ 
Environnement naturel 


Social Environment / Environnement 
social 


Complexity / 
Complexity 


Capital & Operating Costs / 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 
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Corridor 8A / Couloir 8A 


Preferred / Privilegie 

Summary: This route follows the previously approved BRT corridor 
and would serve the Town Centre and Palladium area with an 
extension to Hazeldean that increases connections to provide an 
efficient transit network in Kanata. 

Bus transfer stations can be developed at key locations. The 
alignment has been protected through development areas west of 
Terry Fox to Plazeldean Road, and has little impact on the natural or 
social environment. 

Extending the route would increase capital and operating costs but 
still be straightforward to build 

Resume: Ce parcours suit le couloir du TCRA deja approuve et 
desservirait le centre-ville de Kanata et les secteurs de la promenade 
Palladium. De plus, grace au prolongement jusqu’au chemin 
Hazeldean qui augmenterait les correspondances, il fournirait a 
Kanata un reseau de transport en commun efficace. 

Des stations de correspondance pourraient etre amenagees a des 
endroits cles. Le trace traversant les secteurs d’amenagement a 
I’ouest de la promenade Terry-Fox jusqu’au chemin Hazeldean a ete 
protege, et il a peu de repercussions sur I’environnement naturel ou 
social. 

Le prolongement augmenterait les couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement, mais le parcours demeurerait facile a construire 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 
reseau 

City Building Opportunities / 
Occasions d’amenagement 
urbain 

Natural Environment / 
Environnement naturel 

Social Environment / Environnement 
social 

Complexity / 
Complexity 

Capital & Operating Costs / 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 

• + 

• + 

• 

• 

• 

A 
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Not Preferred / Non privilegie 

Summary: This route would parallel the former rail corridor that 
contains the Trans-Canada Trail. It would have a significant impact 
on the Greenbelt. Town Centre and North Kanata are not well served, 
and bus service is required to remain along Highway 417. 
Accommodating bus transfer facilities would be challenging. 

There is some potential to shape the development in Southwest 
Kanata, although most of the plans are already approved. Capital 
and operating costs are modest, with a moderate level of complexity. 

Resume: Ce parcours longerait I’ancien couloir ferroviaire emprunte 
par le Sentier Transcanadien. II aurait des repercussions importantes 
sur la Ceinture de verdure. Le centre-ville de Kanata et Kanata-Sud 
seraient mal desservis de sorte qu’il faudrait maintenir le service 
d’autobus le long de I’autoroute 417. II serait difficile d’y amenager 
des installations de correspondance. 

II pourrait etre possible de fagonner I’amenagement du secteur sud- 
ouest de Kanata, mais la majorite des plans a deja ete approuvee. 
Les couts d’immobilisations et de fonctionnement sont modestes, et 
le niveau de complexity, modere. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 
reseau 

City Building Opportunities 
/ Occasions 
d’amenagement urbain 

Natural Environment / 
Environnement naturel 

Social Environment / Environnement social 

Complexity / 
Complexity 

Capital & Operating Costs / 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 
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Not Preferred / Non privilegie 

Summary: This route would parallel the former rail corridor that 
contains the Trans-Canada Trail, with a terminus at Robert 
Grant/Abbott. It would still have a significant impact on the 
Greenbelt. Kanata Town Centre and North Kanata are not well 
served, and bus service is required to remain along Highway 417. 

There is some potential to shape the development in Southwest 
Kanata, although most of the plans are already approved. Capital 
and operating costs for LRT are modest, with a moderate level of 
complexity but the requirement for parallel bus service will increase 
overall transit capital and operating costs for only a modest increase 
in ridership. 

Resume: Ce parcours longerait I’ancien couloir ferroviaire emprunte 
par le Sentier Transcanadien et comprendrait un terminus a 
I’intersection de I’avenue Robert Grant et de la rue Abbott. II aurait 
tout de meme des repercussions importantes sur la Ceinture de 
verdure. Le centre-ville de Kanata et Kanata-Sud seraient mal 
desservis de sorte qu’il faudrait maintenir le service d’autobus le long 
de I’autoroute 417. 

II pourrait etre possible de fagonner I’amenagement du secteur sud- 
ouest de Kanata, mais la majorite des plans a deja ete approuvee. 
Les couts d’immobilisations et de fonctionnement du train leger sont 
modestes, et le niveau de complexity, modere, mais le service 
d’autobus parallele requis augmenterait les couts generaux 
d’immobilisations et de fonctionnement du transport en commun, 
sans augmenter de beaucoup I’achalandage. 


Ridership & Network Potential / 
Potentiel d’achalandage et de 
reseau 

City Building Opportunities 
/ Occasions 
d’amenagement urbain 

Natural Environment/ 
Environnement naturel 

Social Environment / Environnement social 

Complexity / 
Complexity 

Capital & Operating Costs / 
Couts d’immobilisations et de 
fonctionnement 








Corridor 13A / Couloir 13A 




Corridor 13 / Couloir 13 
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Preferred Corridor 


Couloir privilegie 


Further analysis indicates that Corridor 8A is preferred for the 
following reasons: 

• Provides rapid transit spine equally supporting all of Kanata 

• Supports approved transit corridors and development 
patterns 

• No significant environmental or social impacts 

• Extension to Hazeldean further increases ridership, improves 
network connectivity and provides additional transit-oriented 
development opportunities 

Additional work will be undertaken to consider the alignment 
and station locations and develop a preliminary Recommended 
Plan. 


L’analyse detaillee indique que le couloir 8A est a privilegier pour les 

raisons suivantes : 

• II servirait d’epine dorsale du transport en commun rapide pour I’ensemble 
de Kanata. 

• II s’integre aux couloirs de transport en commun et aux formes 
d’amenagement approuves. 

• II n’a pas de repercussions environnementales ou sociales importantes. 

• Le prolongement jusqu’au chemin Hazeldean augmente I’achalandage, 
ameliore la connectivity du reseau et favorise les amenagements axes sur 
le transport en commun. 

Un travail supplemental sera entrepris pour etudier le trace et 

I’emplacement des stations et elaborer un plan preliminaire recommande. 



Corridor / Couloir 

5 

5A 

8 

8A 

13 

13A 

Ridership Potential and Network Connectivity / Potentiel d’achalandage et connectivity 
du reseau 

• 

▲ 

• 

•+ 

A 

A 

TOD & City Building Opportunities / Amenagements axes sur le transport en commun 
et occasions d’amenagement urbain 

• 

▲ 

• 

•+ 

A 

■ 

Natural Environment Impacts / Repercussions sur I’environnement naturel 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

A 

A 

Social Environment Impacts / Repercussions sur I’environnement social 

▲ 

• 

• 

• 

■ 

■ 

Complexity / Complexity 

■ 

▲ 

• 

• 

A 

A 

Capital and Operational Costs / Couts d’immobilisations et de fonctionnement 

■ 

A 

• 

A 

A 

• 

SUMMARY/SOMMAIRE 

■ 

A 

• 

•+ 

■ 

■ 
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March Station Design Alternatives 


Options de conception de la station March 


The LRT will follow the same alignment previously studied and 
approved between Moodie Drive and Terry Fox Station. 


Le train leger suivra le meme trace qui avait ete etudie et approuve entre la 
promenade Moodie et la station Terry Fox. 



V, 


Eagieson 


At March Station, three design alternatives have been developed 
to address the change in technology from bus to light rail, including 
connection to the future March Road/Kanata North BRT and 
locating a bus terminal and Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off 
(PPUDO) facility to serve this station. 


Main considerations in developing a preferred design at this 
location include: 

• Station connectivity 

• Transit/traffic operations 

• Land use compatibility 

• Cost 


A la station March, trois options de conception ont ete elaborees pour 
permettre la transition de I’autobus au train leger, notamment un lien avec le 
futur TCRA du chemin March (Kanata-Nord) et I’amenagement d’un 
terminus d’autobus et d’une aire de debarquement a la station. 


Facteurs cles a considerer dans I’amenagement du concept privilegie a cet 
endroit: 


• connectivity de la station; 

• transport en commun et circulation routiere; 

• compatibility des utilisations du sol; 

• cout. 


March/ 

Eagieson 
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March Station Design Alternatives_Options de conception de la station March 



Alternative 1: Preferred 

• Limited impact to OPP facility 

• Bus terminal / PPUDO adjacent to station 

• Supports good station connectivity and access 

• Impact to BRT connection 

Option 1 : Privilegiee 

• Effets restreints sur les bureaux de la Police provinciale 
de I’Ontario (OPP) 

• Terminus d’autobus et aire de debarquement a 
proximite 

• Connectivity et accessibility de la station 

• Effets sur la connectivity au TCRA 



Alternative 2: Not Preferred 

• Maintains BRT connection 

• Requires relocation of OPP facility 

• Bus terminal is complex, and removed from LRT 
platforms 

Option 2 : Non privilegiee 

• Connectivity au TCRA 

• Demenagement des bureaux de I’OPP 

• Terminus d’autobus complexe, loin des plateformes de 
train leger 



Alternative 3: Not Preferred 

• Impact to BRT connection 

• Impacts OPP facility but may not require relocation 

• Bus terminal further away from LRT platforms 
Option 3 : Non privilegiee 

• Effets sur la connectivity au TCRA 

• Effets sur les bureaux de I’OPP, mais sans 
necessairement exiger de demenagement 

• Terminus d’autobus plus loin des plateformes de train 
leger 


Summary 

Alternative 1 is preferred as it: 

• Minimizes impact on the OPP facility, Watt’s Creek and adjacent 
lands. 

• Provides for a bus terminal immediately adjacent to the station to 
provide for efficient transfers to BRT service. 

• Supports good station connectivity and access to the surrounding 
community. 

Additional work will be undertaken as part of station planning to 
consider station connectivity, including the location and design of a new 
pedestrian/cycling bridge over Highway 417 to the existing Park and 
Ride. 

Resume 

L’option 1 est a privilegier: 

• Elle reduit les repercussions sur les bureaux de I’OPP, le ruisseau 
Watts et les terrains adjacents. 

• Elle prevent un terminus d’autobus immediatement a cote de la 
station pour permettre des correspondances efficaces avec le 
service de TCRA; 

• Elle favorise la connectivity et I’accessibilite de la station. 

Un travail supplementaire sera entrepris dans le cadre de la 
planification de la station pour etudier la connectivity de la station, 
notamment I’emplacement et la conception d’une nouvelle passerelle 
pour pietons et cyclistes au-dessus de I’autoroute 417 jusqu’au parc-o- 
bus actuel. 



Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 


Terry Fox to Palladium Station 


De Terry Fox a Palladium 


Based on stakeholder feedback, a review of six alternative 
alignments was undertaken in this area 

Key considerations in identifying a preferred alignment include: 

• Compatibility with existing and future transportation networks 

• Connectivity and multi-modal integration 

• Ridership potential 

• Compatibility with existing and planned communities 

• Effects on social and natural environments 

• Capital cost 

• Land acquisition 

Each alternative was evaluated on multiple 
criteria within the following categories: 

• Transportation System Compatibility 

• Maximize Ridership Potential 

• Compatibility with Planned/Existing 
Communities 

• Social Environment 

• Natural Environment 

• Cost 


En fonction des commentaires des intervenants, six options de trace ont ete 
etudiees pour ce secteur. 

Principaux aspects a considerer dans la selection du trace privilegie : 

• compatibility avec les reseaux de transport actuels et futurs; 

• connectivity et integration intermodale; 

• potentiel d’achalandage; 

• compatibilite avec les quartiers existants et prevus; 

• effets sur I’environnement social et naturel; 

• cout d’immobilisations; 

• acquisition de terrains. 


Chaque option a ete evaluee selon plusieurs 
criteres de differentes categories : 

• compatibilite avec le reseau de transport; 

• maximisation du potentiel d’achalandage; 

• compatibilite avec les quartiers existants 
et prevus; 

• environnement social; 

• environnement naturel; 

• cout. 
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Terry Fox to Palladium Station: 
Preferred Alternative 


De Terry Fox a Palladium: 
Option privilegiee 



Options 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Transportation System Compatibility / Compatibility avec le reseau 
de transport 

• 

• 

A 

A 

A 

■ 

d'achalandage 

• 

• 

A 

A 

A 

■ 

Compatibility with Planned/Existing Communities / Compatibility 

A 

• 

A 

A 

A 

■ 

SociaiEnvitonment/Enuitonnementsocia, 

A 

• 

• 

• 

A 

A 

Natural Environment / Environnement social 

A 

A 

A 

A 

• 

• 

Costs / Cout 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

• 

SUMMARY/SOMMAIRE 


• 




■ 

Preferred Alternative / Optior 
Option 2 

i privilegiee: 


. *-■ Station fV 

. • 

. * 7 ■ ' -•* *r~ ■ / 

injjj^ r . ij, 

V.a 

j 

&D 

Didibury-^ 

V— 

1 -V • jgL ■ 



Summary: 

Alternative 2 is preferred as it: 

• Makes best use of the previously approved rapid transit corridor and lands which the 
City is protecting 

• Campeau Station at this location provides good access to existing and proposed 
residential and employment/commercial lands north of Highway 417 

• A station close to Campeau Drive provides for good access and visibility to the 
surrounding community 

• Can be integrated along south edge of planned development 

• Provides for a tangent/90 degree crossing of Highway 417, reducing construction 
complexity 

Resume: 

L’option 2 est a privilegier. 

• Elle tire le meilleur parti du couloir de transport en commun rapide approuve 
anterieurement et des terrains que la Ville protege. 

• La station Campeau a cet endroit offre un bon acces aux terrains residentiels, 
professionnels ou commerciaux existants et projetes au nord de I’autoroute 417. 

• Une station pres de la promenade Campeau offre un bon acces au quartier 
avoisinant et lui donne de la visibilite. 

• Elle peut s’integrer a I’extremite sud de I’amenagement prevu. 

• Elle prevoit une traverse a angle droit (90°) de I’autoroute 417, ce qui reduit la 
complexite de la construction. 
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Light Maintenance and Storage Facility Installation de remisage et d’entretien 


Belfast Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) is being constructed as 
part of Confederation Line LRT. To support Stage 2 LRT City Council has 
also approved a Light Maintenance and Storage Facility (LMSF) site west 
of Moodie Drive. 

The Moodie LMSF is capable of future expansion to support Kanata LRT, 
but extending LRT to Kanata requires analyzing additional LMSF options 
to determine the optimal site to serve the full network. Typical LMSF 
activities include: 

• Interior/exterior cleaning 

• Minor repairs (seats, windows, doors) 

• Daily inspection and servicing 

• Operator hand-off/hand-over 

• Overnight storage of trains 


L’installation de remisage et d’entretien (IRE) du chemin Belfast est en construction 
dans le cadre du projet de la Ligne de la Confederation du train leger. Pour soutenir 
I’Etape 2 du train leger, le Conseil municipal a aussi approuve une IRE a I’ouest de 
la promenade Moodie. 

L’IRE de la promenade Moodie peut etre agrandie pour repondre aux besoins du 
train leger de Kanata, mais le prolongement du train leger jusqu’a Kanata necessite 
I’analyse d’autres options d’IRE afin de determiner I’emplacement optimal pour 
desservir tout le reseau. Les travaux types de LIRE comprennent: 

• le nettoyage interieur et exterieur; 

• les petites reparations (sieges, fenetres, portes); 

• I’inspection et I’entretien quotidiens; 

• le changement du conducteur; 

• I’entreposage des trains pendant la nuit. 


































































Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Etude de planification et EE du TLR a Kanata 



Light Maintenance and Storage Facility Installation de remisage et d’entretien 


In addition to the Council approved Moodie LMSF, eight other alternative 
locations were identified and evaluated using the same criteria applied in 
previous studies, including the West LRT and Stage 2 LMSF. These 
criteria are: 


En plus de LIRE de la promenade Moodie approuvee par le Conseil, huit autres 
emplacements ont ete proposes et evalues en fonction des memes criteres que les 
pour etudes precedentes, notamment sur le prolongement du train leger vers I’ouest 
et TIRE de I’Etape 2. Voici les criteres : 



Criteria / criteres 

Indicator/ la mesure 

Social Environmental 

Characteristics / 

Environnement social 

Effects to local residents 

/ Effets sur les residents 

Minimizes effects on visual intrusion, noise air quality, vibration / 

Minimise les effets sur I'intrusion visuelle, la quality de I'air et les vibrations 

Site safety / 

Security du site 

Ability to restrict/control access to the LMSF / Possibility de restreindre / controler I'acces au site d’installation d’entretien et de 

remisage legere 

Transportation network / Reseau de transport 

Minimizes effects on existing and future transportation network. / 

Minimise les effets sur le reseau de transport existant et futur 

Land uses / 

Utilisations du sol 

Minimizes effects on existing and planned land uses / 

Minimise les effets sur les utilisations des terrains existants et prevus 

Heritage & Culture / 

Culture et Patrimoine 

Minimizes effects on areas identified or having potential for archaeological or cultural significance / 

Minimise les effets sur les zones identifies ou ayant un potentiel d'importance archeologique ou culturelle 

Bio-Physical Environmental 

Characteristics / 

Environnement naturel 

Soil types / 

Types de sols 

Geotechnical characteristics to support a facility of this type / 

Caracteristiques geotechniques pour supporter une installation de ce type 

Contaminated Materials / Materiaux abTmes 

Minimizes potential to encounter contaminated materials / 

Minimise le risque de rencontrer des materiaux contamines 

Key natural features / Caracteristiques naturelles 

Minimizes effects on key terrestrial/aquatic systems and features, including SAR / 

Minimise les effets sur les principaux systemes et caracteristiques terrestres et aquatiques, y compris les especes en peril (EEP) 

Greenbelt / 

Ceinture de Verdure 

Minimizes effects on Greenbelt (core natural areas, linkages, views and vistas, lighting)/ 

Minimise les effets sur la ceinture de verdure (zones naturelles principales, liens, vues et perspectives, eclairage) 

Floodplains / 

Zone inondables 

Lowest proximity to floodplains and the possibility of flooding / 

La plus faible proximite des plaines d'inondation et la possibility d'inondation 

Facility Operations / Operations 

d'installation 

LMSF Site Servicing / Entretien 

Availability and ease of providing site services (hydro, water, gas, sewer) to the LMSF site. / 

Disponibilite et facility de fournir des services sur site (hydro, eau, gaz, egouts) au site d’lERL 

LRT Operations / Fonctionnement du TLR 

Provides operational flexibility, minimizes deadhead time / 

Fournit une flexibility operationnelle, minimise le voyage a vide 

Economics / couts 

Property Ownership and Acquisition / 

Propriety et acquisition 

Minimizes costs based on land use types and number of property owners / 

Minimise les couts en fonction des types d'utilisation des terrains et du nombre de proprietaires 
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Light Maintenance and Storage Facility Installation de remisage et d’entretien 


In addition to the Council 
locations were identified. 



approved Moodie LMSF, eight other alternative En plus de LIRE de la promenade Moodie approuvee par le Conseil, huit autres 

These are: emplacements ont ete proposes. Voici les sites 
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Light Maintenance and Storage 
Facility Site Evaluation 


Evaluation du site de I’installation de remisage 
et d’entretien 


The evaluation results below show the Council approved Moodie 
LMSF is the preliminary preferred site when considering its ultimate 
footprint. Discussions with the NCC are ongoing as Federal land is 
required. Key features of the Moodie LMSF include: 

• No impact to local residents 

• No impact to the transportation network, or any planned or existing 
land uses 

• No significant site constraint such as impacted soil, heritage 
features, or floodplain 

• Close to the LRT line 

• Requires some NCC property 

• Requires realignment of Corkstown Road 


Les resultats de revaluation ci-dessous indiquent que le Conseil a approuve TIRE de la 
promenade Moodie comme site privilegie preliminaire a la lumiere de sa superficie finale. 
Les discussions avec la CCN se poursuivent, parce-que des terres federates sont requises 
Voici ses principales caracteristiques: 

• aucune incidence sur les residents du secteur; 

• aucune incidence sur le reseau de transport ou les utilisations du sol existantes ou prevues; 

• aucune contrainte importante comme des sols contamines, des elements du patrimoine ou 
des zones inondables; 

• proximite de la ligne du train leger; 

• amenagement de certains terrains de la CCN; 

• modification du trace du chemin Corkstown. 


Site Number / Site 

Moodie 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Effects to local residents / Effets sur les residents 










Site safety / Securite du site 

• 

▲ 

• 

• 

A 

• 

A 

A 

A 

Transportation Network / Reseau de transport 

• 

▲ 

▲ 

■ 

A 

• 

A 

• 

A | 

Land uses / Utilisations du sol 

▲ 

■ 

• 

■ 

■ 

• 

■ 

■ 

■ 

Heritage & Culture / Culture et Patrimoine 

• 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

A 

Soil types / Types de sols 

• 

▲ 

▲ 

▲ 

A 

A 

A 

• 

• 1 

Contaminated Materials / Materiaux abimes 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

• j 

Key Natural Features / Caracteristiques 
naturelles 

▲ 

▲ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Greenbelt / Ceinture de Verdure 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 1 

Floodplains / Zone inondables 

• 

▲ 

▲ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• J 

LMSF site Servicing / Entretien 

• 

• 

▲ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 1 

Property / Propriete 

• 

• 

• 

A 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

LRT Operations / Fonctionnement du TLR 

• 

▲ 

▲ 

■ 

A 

A 

A 

A 
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Preliminary Recommended Plan Plan preliminaire recommande 



Example of Elevated 
Guideway. Visible, and 
provides for flow of vehicles 
and traffic underneath / 
Voie de guidage surelevee. 
Bonne visibility, et permet 
aux vehicules de circuler en 
dessous 


Station design is consistent with design vision along Confederation Line and 
are fully accessible / Conception des stations conforme a la vision pour la 
Ligne de la Confederation et sera totalement accessible 


Station to serve existing and future 
development. / La station desservira 
les quartiers existants et futurs 


Station to serve existing 
and future development / 
La station desservira les 
quartiers existants et 


Station ties into 
existing pedestrian 
bridge / La station 
utilisera la passerelle 
pour pietons existante 


Potential for pedestrian bridge across 
Highway 417 / Potentiel pour un 
passerelle pietonniere sur 417. 




\ ^KANATA TOWN 
" -T CENTRE 

CENTRE-VtLU- 


Location of Pedestrian Bridge to Eagleson 
Park and Ride to be determined / 
Emplacement de la passerelle pietonniere 
reliant le parc-o-bus Eagleson a determiner 


Station integrated with existing bus 
terminal and Park and Ride./ 

Station integree avec le station de bus 
existaht et parc-o-bus. 


Station to provide service to 
existing and future 
development / La station^ 
desservira les quartiers 1 
existants et futurs 


Connection to March Road BRT 
accommodated / Lien avec le TCRA du 
chemin March 


Potential for pedestrian bridge across 
Highway 417 / Potentiel pour un 
passerelle pietonniere sur 417. 


Alignment runs above-grade to the i 
of the future N/S Arterial / Le trace 
au-dessus du sol a Test de la future 
artere nord-sud 


Park and Ride Facility to be 
provided at terminus station 
/ Un parc-o-bus sera amenage 
au terminus 































































































Cyrville Station 


Preliminary Site Plan 
Site Plan Preliminaire 


Cyrville Station 


Station design is consistent with design vision along Confederation Line / 
Conception des stations conforme a la vision pour la Ligne de la 
Confederation 
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Kanata Town Centre Station 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Station du centre-ville de Kanata 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 


Serves adjacent communities north and south of Highway 417 
Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 
Provides informal, curbside Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off 
facilities adjacent to the station and the south side of the 
pedestrian/cycling overpass to serve local demand 
Supports opportunities to 
redevelop Kanata Town 
Centre into a 


transit-oriented 


• Desserte des quartiers adjacents au nord et au sud de I’autoroute 417 

• Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 

• Aire informelle de debarquement en bordure de rue a cote de la station et 
du cote sud de la passerelle pour pietons et cyclistes pour repondre a la 
demande locale 


• Possibilites de 

reamenager le centre- 
ville de Kanata pour en 
faire un secteur 
polyvalent axe sur le 
transport en commun 


mixed-use community 


March/ Eagleson Station 

Design Opportunities and Objectives 

• Serves adjacent residential communities and the existing 
Eagleson Park and Ride 

• Requires pedestrian/cycling bridge over Highway 417 to 
connect with the Park and Ride and communities to the south 

• Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 

• Requires Passenger 
Pick-up and Drop-off 
facility adjacent to the 
station 

• Provides a bus 
terminal and transit 
access for feeder bus 
routes 


Station March/ Eagleson 

Possibilites et objectifs de conception 

• Desserte des quartiers residentiels adjacents et de I’actuel parc-o-bus 
Eagleson 

• Passerelle pour pietons et cyclistes surplombant I’autoroute 417 et reliant 
le parc-o-bus et les quartiers au sud 

• Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 

Aire de debarquement de 
passagers a cote de la 
station 

Terminus d’autobus et 
acces de transport en 
commun pour les circuits 
de rabattement 
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Didsbury Station 


Station Didsbury 


Terry Fox Station 


Station Terry Fox 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 


• Serves existing and future development adjacent to the station 

• Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 

• Provides a Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off facility adjacent to the 
station 

• Supports redevelopment of the adjacent commercial development 
into a strong 
transit-oriented, 
mixed-use community 


• Desserte des amenagements existants et a venir a cote de la station 

• Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 

• Aire de debarquement a cote de la station 

• Reamenagement du secteur commercial adjacent pour en faire un secteur 
polyvalent dynamique axe sur le transport en commun 


Serves adjacent commercial development and the existing Park 
and Ride 

Provides an opportunity for a new pedestrian/cycling bridge 
over Highway 417 to connect to communities to the south 
Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 
Provides efficient 
connections to the 
existing bus terminal 
and maintains transit 
access for local bus 
routes 
Supports 

redevelopment of the 
adjacent commercial 
development into a 
strong transit-oriented, 
mixed-use community 


• Desserte du secteur commercial adjacent et de I’actuel parc-o-bus 

• Possibility d’amenager la nouvelle passerelle pour pietons et cyclistes au- 
dessus de I’autoroute 417 pour relier les secteurs au sud 

• Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 


Preliminary Site Plan 
Site Plan Preliminaire 


Liens efficaces vers I’actuel 
terminus d’autobus et 
maintien de I’acces du 
transport en commun pour les 
circuits d’autobus locaux 
Reamenagement du secteur 
commercial adjacent pour en 
faire un secteur polyvalent 
dynamique axe sur le 
transport en commun 
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Campeau Station 


Station Campeau 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 



Examples of Elevated Guideway. 
Visible, and provides for flow of 
vehicles and traffic underneath/Voie 
de guidage surelevee. Bonne 
visibilite, et permet aux vehicules de 
circuler en dessous 


Serves adjacent residential communities and commercial 
development 

Protects for pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 
Provides Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off facility adjacent to the 
station to serve local 
demand 
Protects for 
opportunities to 
redevelop adjacent 
lands in the longer-term 
to support strong 
transit-oriented, 
mixed-use communities 


Desserte des quartiers residentiels et du secteur commercial adjacents 
Acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee et les secteurs 
adjacents 

Aire de debarquement a cote de la station pour repondre a la demande 
locale 

Possibility de 
reamenager les 
terrains adjacents a 
long terme pour 
favoriser des secteurs 
polyvalents 
dynamiques axes sur 
le transport en 
commun 


‘'jSr'X 
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Palladium Station 


Station Palladium 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 



• Serves the Canadian Tire Centre and adjacent commercial 
development 

• Protects for a Park and Ride lot, bus terminal and Passenger 
Pick-up and Drop-off facility adjacent to the planned station 

• Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and 
adjacent communities 

• Protects for 


opportunities to 
redevelop adjacent 
lands in the longer- 
term to support 
strong transit-oriented 
mixed-use 
communities 


• Desserte du Centre Canadian Tire et du secteur commercial adjacent 

• Amenagement d’un parc-o-bus, d’un terminus d’autobus et d’une aire de 
debarquement a cote de la station prevue 

• Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 


• Possibilites de 

reamenager les terrains 
adjacents a long terme 
pour favoriser des 
secteurs polyvalents 
dynamiques axes sur le 
transport en commun 


Preliminary Site Plan 
m Site Plan Preliminaire 


























































Examples of Elevated Guideway. 
Visible, and provides for flow of 
vehicles and traffic underneath / Voie 
de guidage surelevee. Bonne 
visibility, et permet aux vehicules de 
circuler en dessous 


Preliminary Site Plan 
Site Plan Preliminaire 
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Maple Grove Station 


Station Maple Grove 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 


Hazeldean Station 


Station Hazeldean 


Design Opportunities and Objectives 


Possibilites et objectifs de conception 


• Provides a new rapid transit station to serve adjacent residential 
communities and commercial development 

• Protects for a Park and Ride lot, bus terminal and Passenger 
Pick-up and Drop-off facility adjacent to the planned station 

• Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 

• Provides for opportunities to develop 
adjacent lands in the longer-term to 
support strong transit- oriented, 
mixed-use communities 

• Accommodates connections to local 
bus routes and a future BRT corridor 

• Provides for public washroom facilities 

• Provides for a tail track beyond the 
station 


Nouvelle station de transport en commun rapide pour desservir les 
quartiers residentiels et le secteur commercial adjacents 
Amenagement d’un parc-o-bus, d’un terminus d’autobus et aire de 
debarquement a cote de la station prevue 

Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 

• Possibility d’amenager 
les terrains adjacents 
a long terme pour 
favoriser des secteurs 
polyvalents 
dynamiques axes sur 
le transport en 
commun 

• Correspondences 
avec les circuits 
d’autobus locaux et un 
futur couloir de 
transport en commun 
rapide par autobus 

• Toilettes publiques 

• Voie auxiliaire apres la 
station 


Preliminary Site Plan 
Site Plan Preliminaire 


Serves existing and future development adjacent to the station 
Improves pedestrian and cycling connections between the 
proposed station and adjacent communities 
Provides a Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off facility adjacent to 
the station 

Supports development ' . SlB"' 

of adjacent lands into a 
strong transit-oriented, 
mixed-use community 


Desserte des amenagements existants et a venir a cote de la station 
Amelioration des acces pietonniers et cyclistes entre la station proposee 
et les quartiers adjacents 
Aire de debarquement a cote de la station 


Reamenagement du 
secteur commercial 
adjacent pour en faire 
un secteur polyvalent 
dynamique axe sur le 
transport en commun 
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Climate Change Considerations Prochaines etapes 


A new MOECC Guide advises project proponents on 
approaches for the consideration of: 

• the effects of a project on climate change; 

• the effects of climate change on a project; and 

• various means of identifying and minimizing negative 
effects during project design. 


Le nouveau guide du ministere de I’Environnement et de I’Action en matiere de 
changement climatique offre aux promoteurs de projet des conseils sur la prise 
en compte : 

• des effets que peut avoir un projet sur le changement climatique; 

• des effets que peut avoir le changement climatique sur un projet; 

• des differentes fagons de cerner et de reduire les effets negatifs a I’etape de la 
conception du projet. 


Next Steps: 

• Identify the interaction, relationship or direct 
dependency between the selected 
infrastructure components and various 
climate conditions 

• Develop infrastructure response and 
interaction considerations and risk tolerance 
thresholds 

• Complete a Risk Matrix Evaluation. 



Work done to date: 

• Review of previous climate change studies in the Ottawa 
area 

• Identification of historical trends and climate projections for 
selected climate event variables (such as temperature and 
rainfall) through modeled climate change projections for 
two time horizons - 2050 and 2080 

• Comparison projected future conditions to baseline 
conditions for selected climate event 
variables 


Travail effectue a ce jour: 

• examen des etudes precedentes sur le changement climatique dans la region 
d’Ottawa; 

• determination des tendances historiques et des projections climatiques pour 
les variables climatiques selectionnees (comme les temperatures et chutes de 
pluie) a partir de projections modelisees liees au changement climatique sur 
deux horizons : 2050 et 2080; 

• comparaison des futures conditions projetees et des 
conditions de reference pour les variables climatiques 
selectionnees. 


Prochaines etapes: 

• definir I’interaction, le lien ou la dependance directe entre 
les composantes de I’infrastructure selectionnees et 
diverses conditions climatiques; 

• elaborer les reactions de I’infrastructure, de meme que 
les considerations liees aux interactions et les seuils de 
tolerance au risque; 

• realiser une evaluation selon la matrice des risques. 


Ottawa j 
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Next Steps 


Prochaines etapes 

Based on feedback from consultation groups and the public, 
over the coming months the project team will: 

Au cours des prochains mois, en fonction de la retroaction des groupes de 
consultation et du public, I’equipe de projet : 

• Confirm and refine the recommended plan 

• Confirm the preferred LMSF location 

• Undertake preliminary impact assessment 

• Present recommendations to City Transportation 

Committee and Council (March/April, 2018) 

• Conduct Transit Project Assessment Process 

• approuvera et peaufinera le plan recommande; 

• confirmera I’emplacement privilegie de (’installation de remisage et d’entretien; 

• entreprendra revaluation preliminaire des repercussions; 

• presentera les recommandation au Comite des transports et au Conseil (mars 
ou avril 2018); 

• realisera le processus devaluation des projets de transport en commun. 

Your views are important to the success of this study. To be 
added to the mailing list, or to submit any comments or 
questions, please contact: 

Vos commentaires sont importants pour la reussite de cette etude. Pour vous 
inscrire a la liste d’envoi ou pour formuler des commentaires ou des questions, 
veuillez communiquer avec : 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa 1 Ville d'Ottawa 

Anaela.Tavlor(a)ottawa.ca 

(613) 580-2424 x 15210 

Angela Taylor, ing. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de projet 

Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 

Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 

City of Ottawa 1 Ville d’Ottawa 

Anaela.Tavlor(a>ottawa.ca 

613-580-2424, poste 15210 


Thank you! 

Merci! 
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4.4 Appendix D - Comment Sheets - Public Open House 

1 . 

a. I will most likely have more to say later, but the points thatjump out right now: 

b. Eagleson Station very difficult. My main concern is the need fora good footbridge over the Queensway at 
Eagleson. One thatyou can ride a bike on and thatthe kids (near Kakulu & Pickford houses) can getto Earl of 
March Highschool/Don't cut the kids off from their school even more. 

c. The large loop past Terry Fox is totally unnecessary and pretty offensive actually. J ust for the Canadian Tire 
Place & land developers. Should be straighter line out to Stittsville. Rip off!! 

2. Fully support the Corridor 8A, hopefully to get it done ASAP!!! 

3. 

a. Terry Fox to Palladium Drive: Agree thatOption 2 is best. 

b. Eagleson Station: Prefer walkway across 417 on the westside of Eagleson. 

c. Eagleson Station: Too much up & down and hence escalators are required. Elevators cannot handle the traffic and 
scaling more than 10-12 stairs up is too much. To save costs, escalators going up and stairs for coming down. 

d. LMSF: Agree that expanding Moodie site is preferable 

e. Preliminary Recommended Plan: EXCELLENT 

f. LRT to Kanata should be Phase 2A not Phase 3 

4. While travelling eastward on Hwy 417 down "Kanata Hill" between Eagleson and Moodie there is currently a fantastic 
viewpoint looking north of the Gatineau Hills. Has there been any consideration given to protecting this natural viewpoint? 
Can the LRT end at Eagleson or Terry Fox without heading south? 

Has any consideration been given to the LMSF Facility serving as both a LMSF and a parking structure for the Canadian 
Tire Centre/Park and Ride. A mixed-use facility with a parking structure built directly above the LMSF. 

The Corkstown/Moodie LMSF will be quite visible from the 417 while entering the city, will extra attention be given to 
architectural styling of this facility? 

5. The Campeau Station should be moved closer to Tanger Outlet where there are many shoppers. Please consider this 
fact! Thanks 

6. acceptthe recommended March/Eagleson proposal Option 1.1 also accept the Terry Fox/Palladium recommendation 
that is to the south of Tangers I fully support this plan 

7. Looks good. The sooner the better. Thanks. 

8. The plan looks reasonable. The sooner the better. 

9. There does not appear to be enough park and ride spots. This phase of LRT reminds me of the GO network in Toronto, 
these stations - Pickering, Oakville, etc. have multi-story garages for commuters. 

10. 8A Best option. More seniors in town who can't drive/or need to go downtown to doctors/hospitals 
I avoid downtown events because of driving limited parking 

I have a presto card got for bad weather drives. 

11. support the preferred route, but it needs to be expediated. Further development in North Kanata should be delayed until 
infrastructure is in place to support the additional population. 

12. Why are the rails on pylons? I understand that it is advantages at road crossings but doesn't it raise maintenance cost 
and increase chances for bodily hard in case of accidents or sabotage? 

Why bother putting a station atthe CTC? On the timeline of this plan the CTC will likely be a pile of rubble and buried. 

I don'tsee thatan option with a secondary line into the Kanata North Business Park was explored (during rush every 
second train to go these Morning) or arrive from there (evening). This plan does nothing to address the needs of high 
tech workers as many of them will likely not use the system as the still used to change at March Road into a bus. Very 
short sighted, particularly in light of new developments in self driving cars needs will come to fruition as the same timeline 
as the LRT #3 and have its appeal even farther. 
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13. I'm 71 years old. I will be dead by 2023 if this is the anticipated timeline for this project (LRT). Could you please speed it 
up? 

14. The stations should also be designed to accommodate connections to regional commuter rail in future. 

15. The plan looks good. My concern is the large park and ride at Eagleson. Thatseems to run counter to the stated goal of 
transit oriented development at LRT stations. It could also harm future Hazeldean Street life. If would be better to have 
dense development there as a compromise, parking should be away from fronting on Hazeldean. 

Staging firstto Terry Fox in the interest of getting something done sooner would be good. 
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4.5 Appendix E - Email Comments 
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terminus of the line (or the last stop at along the 417 should the line swing south). Use 
the freed up space for high density office/commercial use. 

o The park and ride should be adjacent to the station (north side of 417) unlike the 
existing Eagleson P&R on the south side of 417. The existing empty field in the 
area of Huntmar/Campeau would make a good spot. 

• There should be provisions to allow for future stop at the existing train crossing in the 
greenbelt. 

• From a construction timing point of view, there should be option to build the line just 
as far as Tanger (Huntmar dr, north of the 417). Building it further south needs to be 
option for future phases (if it will go south) 

• The stop at March/Eagleson should be on the west side of March/Eagleson (near 
OPP). There should be a pedestrian covered bridge to get you over the 417 to the park 
and ride. 

• The stop at March/Eagleson needs to have provisions for new sorts of technology 
("smart bus") for BRT to Kanata business park. Similar for Moodie station to DND 
(Nortel) Campus. Do not assume we need to build the station like the existing Terry 
Fox station. (Can buses arrive on demand at the station so that less space is needed?) 

• Keep options open should we want to create "spur" lines from Moodie and or 
March/Eagleson to Kanata North business park in the future. 

• Keep options open should the frequency of trains need to be increased. If trains are 
every 3 minutes downtown and 1/2 the trains go to Baseline station, then service in 
Kanata is at most every 6 minutes. Is there away to run some trains only between 
Lincoln Fields and Kanata to get closer to the 3 minute timing, (every other train goes 
downtown). Presumably some people living in Kanata will want to travel to DND 
(Nortel) or Algonquin College or other places not downtown. 

• The planning of the LRT past turning south near the Palladium area needs much more 
thought. I have no input here as I am unfamiliar with the plans for development in this 
area. Do not slow up progress bringing LRT to Kanata to address this area. Priority to 
get LRT to Terry Fox (ideally to Huntmar) ASAP. 

• I am assuming there are 2 parallel tracks for this entire line. If there are to be "lots" of 
stations, then extra tracks maybe needed to allow trains to pass slower trains, (express 
train vs local train). 


red = LRT stop; blue = P&R 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e- 
mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, 
utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick, Stephen 

RE: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning Feecback 
Wednesday, December 13, 2017 7:52:21 AM 


Hello . , thank you for your email and comments, which will be included in the study 
for consideration and as part of the public record. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

ISI angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
S (613)580-2424x15210 


Hello, 


I wish to thank the city for hosting this information session on December 7th; it was 
informative indeed. I am a big fan of this project and cannot wait to see it to completion. 
Hearing that Phase 2 would go all the way to Moodie was some excellent news. Now hearing 
tonight that the central corridor will be selected for Kanata is more great news. 

My feedback is the following: 


• Station Count 

o Please don't cancel stations! 

o The current plan looks great but often when things get finalized some stations get 
dropped out. 

° 20 years after this network is built, that missing station is going to be a big regret. 
Let's keep all of the proposed stations! 

• Honour System for Fares 

o Have you considered saving money by adopting the honour system for fares, like 
the one in Vancouver? 

o It seems to me like a lot of planning is going into building infrastructure to 
support fare-paid zones and buses that can unload passengers without requiring 
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them to swipe their cards again. This is, to me, a colossal waste of money and 
takes time out of people's day as they get stuck in line at a turnstile twice a day. 

o I already swipe my card when I board the bus from the back doors, why can't I 
swipe my card in the train as well? 

• Date of Completion 

o Is there really no reason why this can't happen in my lifetime? Planning for 2031 
is like a big joke for many of the residents who could benefit from this system. 

o Why can't this happen for 2023? Many great things in history have happened in 5 
years or less, why can't we extend the light rail in 5 years? 

o We're talking about FIVE YEARS. This is a long, long time. 

° Also, this is Canada's capital. When we hear that a few kilometers of rail will be 
built in 13 years, it reflects poorly on our administration. 

• Money 

o Let's invest more in light rail and less on roads. 

o Everybody is always talking about the money required to build light rail. 

o Every dollar spent on light rail is going to save many dollars on road 
maintenance. 

° Roads are prohibitively expensive, more expensive than anybody is willing to 
admit, yet we're building new roads all the time without really thinking of how 
we're going to maintain them. Nobody bats an eye when you build a new 4-lane 
artery in Kanata South yet this will cost much more to maintain than light rail in 
the long run. 

Thank you for taking my feedback. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present couniel a ete expedie par le systeme de couiiiels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick, Stephen 

RE: Tcnicjit"s LRT presentation Wednesday, 
December 13, 2017 7:49:41 m 


Hello , thank you for your email and note that the display boards for the Kanata 
LRT Planning and EA study have been posted on the project 
websitelottawa.cal . If you need further clarification, please feel free to contact me. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
S (613)580-2424x15210 


To: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Subject: Tonight's LRT presentation 

Hi Angela. 

Can you email me a PDF copy of the slides & panels that were presented tonight? 
Thank you. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present couniel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


To clarify, yes the ground will need to be cleared and leveled to allow construction of the LRT tracks, however the 
impacts associated with this are far less than if significant excavation was required to construct the LRT. As part of 
the ongoing study, we will undertake high level assessment of potential impacts during construction and operation. 
As the project proceeds through more detailed design and construction, additional work will be undertaken to 
identify specific construction methods, issues and mitigation requirements. If identified as a sensitive area, pre¬ 
construction surveys would be completed, with monitoring undertaken during construction to guard against damage 
to surrounding properties. 

The display boards from the Open House will be posted to the City's website as soon as possible. 

Regards, 

PC 


.Original Message. 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 12:12 PM 
To: Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com> 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ Ottawa. ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, 
Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com> 

Subject: RE: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 


Where can I find the most detailed plans about the project? If no such plans are available, where can I find the 
detailed plans of the previously approved bus rapid transit corridor. 


> As the LRT tracks will be located at existing grade through this 

> segment, construction should not have any impact on the existing 

> houses. As part of our impact assessment of the project we will review 

> this issue more thoroughly, and identify any mitigation measures 

> needed during construction and operation of the LRT. 

I'm not sure I fully understand the meaning of "the LRT tracks will be located at existing grade through this 
segment". I'm under the impression that the ground over which the track is going to be built would require levelling, 
compacting and etc. I'm concerned about potential damages to the structure of surrounding houses and who would 
cover for these should they occur. 

Given that I was out of town and could not attend last week open house session, was this topic covered? 


Quoting "Croft, Paul” <Paul.Croft@parsons.com>: 
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> Hello Mr., > 

> Angela Taylor (City Project Manager for the Kanata LRT) has asked me 

> to respond directly to you regarding your questions sent by email on 

> Wednesday December 6, 2017. 

> 

> West of March/Eagleson Station the closest LRT track will be located 

> approximately 7-10 m south of the existing property line, and about 

> 20-25 m away from the houses themselves. As the LRT tracks will be 

> located at existing grade through this segment, construction should 

> not have any impact on the existing houses. As part of our impact 

> assessment of the project we will review this issue more thoroughly, 

> and identify any mitigation measures needed during construction and 

> operation of the LRT. 

> 

> Please let Angela or myself know if you have any further questions or 

> comments on the project. 

> 

> Regards, 

> 

>PC 

> 

> 

> Paul Croft, MCIP, RPP 

> Project Planner 

> 100-1223 Michael Street, Ottawa ON K1J 7T2 

> paul. croft @parsons. com<mailtQ ;paul. croft ©parsons. com> - P: +1 

> 613.691.1542 M: +1 613.608.0273 

> PARSONS - Envision More 
>www.parsons.com<http;/M r \\ r W.parSQIlS.CQm./> | 

> LinkedIn<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A www.link 

> edin.com_company_parsons&d=BQMFaQ&c=Nwf-pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7EKmr 

> YIdfxIql0&i=iZNlh6dnFYPILyq_2-DmjpFMBmIHuB7rIGd_TCe7N6M&m=98igw8OxyFTt 

> GS3BUx vVOOBEGOU 4V dn JFCmNS3 GWsE&s=Xhj Sw-ZCxfOKjO wsh9wUKhkzNvFi YZ oTizi- 

> a3CdqXU&e=> | 

> Twitter<https ://urldefense.proofp oint. com/v2/url?u=http s-3A_twitter, c 

> om_ParsonsCorp&d=BQMFaQ&c=Nwf-pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7EKmrYIdfxIql0& 

> r=iZNlh6dnFYPILyq_2-DmjpFMBmIHuB7rIGd_TC e7N6M&m=98igw80xyFTtGS3BUxvV0 O 

> BEGOU 4V dnJFCmNS 3 GWsE&s=ZAOeWpLHALG5 opp 15 alwjhlriBrfKZFLrGZ qU 0si4k 0&e= 

>>l 

> Fac eb o ok<h ttp s: //urId efen se. pro ofp oint.com/v2/url ?u=http s -3 A_www. fac e 

> book.com_parsonscorporation&d=BQMFaQ&c=Nwf-pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7E 

> KmrYIdfxIql 0&i=iZNlh 6dnFYPILy q_2-DmjpFMBmIHuB 7rIGd_TC e7N6M&m=98igw8 Oxy 

> FTtGS3BUxvVOOBEGOU_4VdnJFCmNS3GWsE&s=UcmPD4yGVpnWpnEfR5XfqTV8qgTS6IKit 

> qeqcVbnxHw&e=> [email-tagline-envision-more-black.png] 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> From: Taylor, Angela [ mailto:Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca ] 

> Sent: Friday, December 08, 2017 9:34 AM 

> To: Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul 

> <Paul.Croft@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, Stephen 

> <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com> 

> Subject: FW: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 

> Assessment Study 
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> Please respond directly to the resident on the concern highlighted in 

> yellow and copy me. Thanks 

> 

> -Original Message- 

> To: Taylor, Angela 

> <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca<mailto:Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca» 

> Cc: 'Fitzpatrick, Stephen' 

> <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parso ns.com <mailto:Stephen.Fitzpatrick @parsons.co 

>m» 

> Subject: RE: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 

> Assessment Study 

> 


> Dear Angela, 

> 

> The area that I'm mostly interested about is the one on the left of 

> the March/Eagleson exit on the map you attached (behind the OPP police 

> station). 

> 

»I'm not certain where the Village Green area is located but the study 
» is recommending the Kanata LRT track will be located along Highway 
» 417 on the north side and primarily within the previously approved 
» bus rapid transit corridor. 

> 

> Where can I find detailed plans of this previously approved bus rapid 

> transit corridor? I would like to better understand how close to the 

> houses the train would potentially run. 

> 

»If you want more information, please join us at the open house 
»tomorrow night from 5:30 to 8:30 at the Kanata Recreation Complex. 

»Initial project details are also available at 

»https://urldefense.proofpoint.co m/v2/ur 1 ?u=http - 3 A__www. Ottawa, c a_k an atalrt- 5 B Ottawa, c a- 

5 D&d=DwIDAw&c=Nwf- 

pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8J J WH54joYF7EKmrYIdfxIql0&I=GQZxJ0TVI5ADamEzTjT8vFvtmUzhUmB- 

6 96ah2C AoIA&m=Q Av21 vt JdsblpzSpY y iO 7ZPFjbN3 20PTxndsFwjKQ o&s=S ecXo s_LW dl EVtns- 
J6Qb8FlZQylEixtkHnJKIwtDeQ&e=<https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http- 

3 A_www. Ottawa. ca_k an at alrt&d=DwMF-g&c=Nwf- 

pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7EKmrYIdfxIql0&r=GQZxJ0TVI5ADamEzTjT8vFvtmUzhUmB- 

696ah2CAoIA&m=JF13BY9NAaT8AePof_80FGGpB2D7jaLQsq3UoWfbRXg&s=- 

utufRrXP8LRKQ17DFjxnmKGLfMPW0kklbaKhUohTEQ&e=>. 

»Note that this final open house information will be posted to the 
» website early next week. 

> 

> I'm unfortunately out of town tomorrow' and cannot attend. One thing I 

> would like to better understand is what are the risks the creation of 

> the track would cause damages to the structure of existing houses 

> nearby it. 

> 


> Quoting "Taylor, Angela" 

> <Angela.T avlor@ Ottawa. ca< m ailto Angel a. T av lor@ Ottawa c a» : 

> 
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> Good Afternoon Mr. , thank you for your email and your interest 

> in this study. I'm not certain where the Village Green area is 

> located but the study is recommending the Kanata LRT track will be 

> located along Highway 417 on the north side and primarily within the 

> previously approved bus rapid transit corridor. Attached is the full 

> alignment of the proposed Kanata LRT from Moodie Drive Hazeldean Road. 

> If you want more information, please join us at the open house 

> tomorrow night from 5:30 to 8:30 at the Kanata Recreation Complex. 

> Initial project details are also available at 

> https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url? 

u =http -3 A_www. Ottawa, c ak an at alrt- 5 B ott aw a. c a-5 D &d=D wID Aw& c=N wf- 

pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7EKmrYIdfxIql0&r=GQZxJ0TVI5ADamEzTjT8vFvtmUzhUmB- 
6 96ah2C AoIA&m=Q Av21 vt JdsblpzSp Y y iO 7ZPFjbN3 20PT xndsFwjKQ o&s=S ecXo s_LW dl EV tns 
- J6Qb8FlZQy lEixtkHnJKIwtDeQ&e=<https://urldefense.proofpo int.com/v2/url?u=http- 
3 A_www. Ottawa c a k an at alrt& d=D wMF-g & c=N wf- 

pp4xtYRe0sCRVM8_LWH54joYF7EKmrYIdfxIql0&i=GQZxJ0TVI5ADamEzTjT8vFvtmUzhUmB- 
696ah2CAoIA&m=JF13BY9NAaT8AePof_80FGGpB2D7jaLQsq3UoWfbRXg&s=- 
utufRrXP8LRKQ 17DFjxnmKGLfMPW0kklbaKhU ohTEQ &e=>. 

> Note that this final open house information will be posted to the 

> website early next week. 

» 

> Regards, 

> Angela 

» 

»To: Taylor, Angela 

> <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca<mailto:Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca» 

> Subject: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 

> Assessment Study 

» 

> Dear Angela, _ 

» 

> I would like to have an idea of where exactly the train could run. 

> Especially where it would run around the Village Green area. 

» 

> Where can I find the most detailed plans of the project? Are they 

> based on previous transitway plans. If yes, where can I find the 

> latter? 

» 

> Regards, 

» 

> 

» 

» 

> ' 

» 

> This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any 

> distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or the information it 

> contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. 

> Thank you. 

» 

> Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la 

> Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du 

> courriel ou des renseignements qui s^ trouvent par une personne 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Good Afternoon Mr. thank you for your email. As requested, attached is the 

presentation from last night’s Open House. Note that the display boards will be 
posted on the City’s project webpage[ottawa.ca] next week. Feel free to contact me if 
you require anything further. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

IKI angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
S (613)580-2424x15210 


Good afternoon Angela, 

I had been planning to attend the open house this evening, but my schedule has become rather 
cluttered. Would you be able to send me a pdf of the presentation slides as well as the display boards? 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 
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Morning Angela, 

I really appreciate you taking the time to look into some responses for me. 

I understand the timeframe for this "second phase" of the LRT is still a number of years off, but with 
a project this big that is potentially going to affect the longterm value of my home it's never too 
early to get informed with plans, and maybe have some impact on some of the decision making 
processes. 

I look forward to reading this information once you are able to get some answers together. 

I hope you and your family have an enjoyable holiday season! 

Cheers, 


geodigital.comfgeodigital.coml 

>0 GeoDigito t,^^, 

com] 


Th 


Good Morning . thank you for your email and support for this project. We 

are currently working on responses to your questions and would like to note that the 
City’s Transportation Master Plan identifies construction of this project beyond 2031. 

Best regards, 

Angela 
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Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

ISI angela.tavlorfa)Ottawa,ra 

@ (613)580-2424x15210 


Good afternoon Angela & all. 

I'd like to preface all of my questions with the comment that I am strongly in favor of the LRT, and I 
believethis is a great stepforward forthe City of Ottawa. I'm not tryingto be one of those NIMBY 
people, rather I'm just tryingto be as informed as possible about a significant engineering effort in 
the immediate vicinity of my home. 

After reviewing the documents from the open house I have a couple of questions regarding the 
routing of the LRT line near the March/Eagleson proposed site. 

As I've stated, I'm particularly invested in this, as my home is located at 56 Birkendale Drive (I believe 
it is survey block 23) and my property backs immediately onto the open land area (survey block 30) 
where the proposed LRT line will run. On the open hall slide #23 that I have looked at, it shows that 
the currently pro posed/preferred routing (plan #8) of the LRT will have the line running in the open 
space between the end of my property (sound barrier wall) and the rainwater run-off pond in the 
open area behind us. 

I have a couple concerns & questions, and would like some more information about a few items (see 
below). 

1. The distance between my home & fence line is about 20m. The distance between my fence 
line and the pond is roughly 25m. This means the maximum distance from my home that 
these new rail lines will be is approx. 30m. I'm concerned about the extreme proximity to my 
home that this new rail line will be installed. 

a. What kind of footprint will these new rail lines have, and what kind of time frame 
can I be expecting for installation of these lines? 

b. What kind of construction will be taking place in this area? I assume that there will 
be a significant engineering effort to provide a level ground, proper drainage, etc, 
etc. 
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c. What types of assurances will the city be providing that there will be no damage to 
my property from daily vibrations of these trains running within 20m of my home? 


2. Currently, we are very fortunate to have mature trees on the highway side of the sound 
barrier wall to aid with the sound mitigation from the 417 highway. I'm worried with a new 
construction that these trees will be torn down or replaced with immature trees. Besides the 
excellent sound mitigation, the aesthetic of these mature trees is also quite favorable. 

a. What steps will the city be taking to ensure the mitigation of sound for home 
owners who will now have trains running within 30m of their homes? 

b. What steps will the city be taking to ensure the privacy of home owners who will 
have their homes very visible from this new rail line? 


3. In reviewing the plans, there is currently no parking planned on the north side of the 417 
near the station. The streets in our quiet, traffic-calm neighborhood (Village Green) have 
recently shown an uptick in street parking usage. It seems that many people who live in the 
multi-story condos on Edenvale Dr. & Elsinore Ln. do not have sufficient parking at their 
residences and have been opting for regular street parking instead. I'm concerned that due 
to the lack of parking options on the north side of the station, that our streets will become 
overrun with LRT users parking on our quiet neighborhood streets, and that the calm nature 
of our neighborhood will be disrupted. 

a. Will the city be planning on any type of street parking reviews for these areas 
around the new station? 

i. I believe that either a permitted parking system for neighborhood 
residents only, ora "no street parking" by-law would be most effective to 
discourage people from parking on our quiet streets & encourage use of the 
park n' ride on the south side of the highway. 

b. What routing will be used for access to the Pick Up/Drop Off area near the new 
station? Will this be routed on Teron Road (south of Campeau near the OPP 
station?) 

4. Westbound traffic coming off the 417 and continuing west on Campeau is quite hazardous, 
as the signage related to lane usage is quite poor. There are two lanes that run straight 
through the intersection, howeverthe right lane is not only a bus stop almost immediately 
after the intersection (100m), but it is also a right turn only (onto Teron North) only. There 
have been frequent close calls of people trying to merge from the right lane into the middle 
lane. 

Almost at the same point where the bus stops in the right lane, a third lane (turning lane) 
into the OPP station opens up on the left (75m after intersection). I suspect this will become 
a new entry way forthe LRT station. This small traffic corridor will become extremely busy if 
this is the plan, and will potentially become a very hazardous area with a large increase of 
traffic merging from right to left across two lanes in a very short span. 
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a. What plan does the city have to mitigate the risk of a significant increase in traffic 
flow in this very small corridor (250m)? 

b. Will there be any changes to the routing of bus traffic in this area? It shows a 
planned bus depot at the new LRT station as well, which in my mind would be an 
even larger increase in bus traffic to this area, which would further exacerbate the 
traffic issue. 

c. What changes will be made to the signage in this area to improve the understanding 
of citizens unfamiliar with the area to ensure that the risk of traffic accidents will be 
mitigated? 

I think Ml leave my questions there for now. 

I really appreciate you taking the time to look into these questions for me, and I look forward to 

hearing back from you. 

Cheers, 


Good Morning , thank you for your email and note that the display boards from 
the open house have been posted on the project website[ottawa.ca] . If you require 
anything further, please let me know. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 
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ISI angela.ta y l onflQ ttawa.ca 

S (613)580-2424x15210 


Hello Ms. Taylor, 

I'm writing to you as I am a resident of Village Green in Kanata, and my home backs onto one of the 
corridors where the LRT is proposed to passthrough. I was unfortunately out of town for business 
on Dec. 7 and was unable to attend the open house that was held here in Kanata. 

I am interested in the seeing some higher quality maps of the proposed corridor of the LRT as it 
passes along the Kanata sections. I have only seen some of the very small low-res images that 
Councilor Wilkinson has provided on her Twitter. 

Would you be able to provide me with any additional higher quality maps or information that was 
presented at the open house? I work in the survey/geomatics industry so I do have software capable 
of handling shapefiles or other formats of geospatial data if you have that available. 

I appreciate your time in reading this, and await your response. 

Cheers, 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
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distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une per sonne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Good Morning thank you for your email and as requested, we have 

included you on our mailing list. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

ISI angela.taylor(5)ottawa.ca 
@ (613)580-2424x15210 


Good Afternoon Ms. Taylor, 

Could you please be kind enough to ensure I am on the mailing list for the Kanata/Stittsville 
Light Rail Transit Planning Project. 

Greatly Appreciated, 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 
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thank you for your email and I was happy to hear your positive 
commenis. ^upjeci 10 the comments received, we will be refining the alignment and 
preparing the functional design. As you heard during the presentation, more efficient 
bus routes will be designed to support the LRT and increase transit ridership, which in 
turn should reduce the demand for driving. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

IHI angela.taylor@Ottawa.ca 
S (613)580-2424x15210 


Angela, 


I just wanted to express my thanks for the presentation on the Kanata LRT progress last week. The 
speaker was excellent. I felt he had a very good comprehension on the Kanata-Stittsville area . I am sure 
there will be small changes made to the plan but it totally makes sense to me to have the line run along 
the Queensway and then come south in the Huntmar Road area. I was also happy to hear we may have 
better local bus service to get us to the LRT stations. That would definitely make getting around the city 
on public transit more efficient. On a day like this, less of us would have to use cars and therefore traffic 
could run more smoothly. One can hope. 


Thank you again. 
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Good Morning_, thank you for your email and words of encouragement, which 

will be included in the study as part of the public record. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

ISI angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
S (613)580-2424x15210 


Hello Ms. Taylor, 

I'm writing to show my support of the Kanata LRT plan as it was presented at the Town Hall 
meeting last Thursday. Both my girlfriend and I were in attendance and we thought that Mr. 
Hopper did a wonderful job presenting and defending the design. We agree that the bus "rib" 
routes will likely serve the Kanata North business park much better than any LRT station 
could at this point. 

As residents of the Village Green neighbourhood, we're very much looking forward to the 
construction of the March/E agleson station, associated pathways, and the improvement of the 
sound barrier along the highway. Today we try to avoid driving downtown simply 
because of all of the one way streets, designated bus lanes, "no right turn" signs, etc. 
We're thrilled with the idea of being able to take the train right from our 
neighbourhood to downtown and back. 

Hopefully the stations at Terry Fox and Palladium will help to breath new life into those areas. 
I believe that the commitment from the City in the form of those stations will prove interesting 
enough to business owners to move back into the Centrum, and into whatever form the 
Palladium takes on next. 

I'm looking forward to following along with the planning as it develops. 
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Good Morning_, thank you for your email and comments. I have copied the 

consultants for a response to your concerns. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

From: Marek Buchler [mailto:mbuchler@gmail.com] 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 9:35 PM 
To: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Subject: Kanata LRT Assessment 

Hi, 

I attended last week's meeting on the Kanata LRT proposal and have a question and a concern: 

1.1 live in Village Green (between Campeau and Highway 417) and there is already 
significant noise from the highway. Adding rail to the mix will only make this worse. What 
kind of sound abatement barriers are planned for the currently-proposed route along the 
Queensway to mitigate noise added by the trains? 

2.1 find it puzzling that the LRT will not service the Kanata North business park. The added 
hassle of getting off the LRT at March/Campeau, then waiting for a bus and then sitting on a 
bus will keep most people in their cars. After all, this is the current transitway model, and 
most people choose to drive. 

It's even more puzzling given that the LRT is being routed to the soon-to-be-empty Canadian 
Tire Centre on the assumption that office buildings will rise in that location. The proposal is 
servicing speculative demand in an empty location in favor of existing businesses where many 
thousands of people work and commute to every day. 

March Rd is already very congested during rush hour. The proposal to have southbound buses 
in the March Rd median cross over March Rd to get to the proposed LRT station will disrupt 
traffic on March Rd, and will increase congestion, further inconveniencing people working in 
the Kanata North business park.. 

Thanks, 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de couiiiels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


RE: LRT Service to Kanata North 
Wednesday, December 13, 2017 8:06:23 AM 


Good Morning , as always, it was great speaking with you at the open house and 
thank you for your comments. Just recently, the study team has been requested to 
examine another LRT corridor option to serve DND and the Kanata North Business 
Park. Please stay tuned for the results of this analysis and note that the display 
boards have been posted on the project websitefottawacal. 

Best regards, 

Angela 


Subject: LRT Service to Kanata North 

Good Morning Angela, 

The more I think of the solution for service to the Kanata North Business Park, the 
more I wonder why it could not be done. 

What crosses my mind is service originating at the Hazeldean Road end of the 
proposed LRT line and continuing on to the Kanata North Business Park after a say 
five (5) minute stop at the Eagleson LRT transfer station before it proceeds to the 
Kanata North Business Park?. 

That five minute pause should allow passengers coming from the East end of the City 
to change trains and walk over to the Kanata North Business Park trains. 

Many of the 21,000 passengers going to the Kanata North Business Park live in the 
Stittsvilie-Kanata Area. 

This expects that there would be an additional cost of building the Eagleson transfer 
station and the LRT line on March Road to the Innivation Park & Ride. This solution 
would attract passengers and provide LRT service within Stittsville-Kanata that 
reflects the living area of the Kanata North Business Park 

Kindest Regards, 


PARSONS 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 

Attachments: 


Fitzpatrick, Stephen 

RE: Official feedback for Kanata Licfnt Rail Transit Plaming and EA study 

Wednesday, December 13, 2017 7:59:06 AM 

imaqeOOl.pnq 


Hello Mr, thank you for your email and your positive comments, which will be included in the 
study for consideration and as part of the public record. 

Best regards, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d 1 Ottawa 

ISI angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
® (613) 580-2424 x 15210 


To: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Subject: Re: Official feedback for Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and EA study 


Hello, 


Thanks for the great work your team has done on the planning for this project. 
A few comments I want to get into the design on top of what I previously sent: 


• The chosen route looks good. 

• I support expanding the LRT service building at Moodie (and using the NCC land) rather 
than building yet another facility somewhere else. The boundaries of the greenbelt should 
not be fixed in stone. 

• Please make sure there is capability to run "Kanata local trains". Since one of the stated 
goals is to get people using the LRT when not going downtown, we need to be able to 
have trains that don't go downtown. So we should be able to run service in part (or all) of 
the section that starts at Lincoln Fields, ie during morning peak period run trains from 
Palladium (potentially big park and ride) to Moodie (DND) or Stittsville to March/Eagleson. 
The start/from would depend on demand and cannot not be determined now... so keep all 
the options open. In the presentation Q+A it was said this is possible, I am writing the 
comment here to make sure it is recorded. :-) 

• This project should be implemented in at least 2 parts. Getting from Moodie station to 
Terry Fox station is most important. 

• Is the zoning in place to build higher density at Terry Fox station? A few office towers 
there and LOTS of development around the station would be good. Build something with a 
building and the station integrated (same at Palladium... since it was mentioned during the 
presentation that Palladium has huge development potential). It looks to me that other 
than those 2 stations, all the other stations would not have so much integration potential, 


PARSONS 
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but then we didn't see the proposed detailed designs for the stations. 

• Bus routes organized in "spines" that hook into the LRT is a good design. 

• The plan for bus connections to March/Eagleson needs A LOT OF WORK. I understood 
from the presentation that there are some challenges with that location, but having the 
"spine" buses have to go through a bus depot near OPP is illogical to getting people 
where they need to go as fast a possible. Please consider having the North/South buses 
on March/Eagleson stop on the road above (near as possible to) the LRT line that is going 
under the road. Similar to Pimisi station. Make the commute from Kanata South to the 
Kanata North business park as fast as possible. (Note: local buses can go into the depot 
you have planned) Having to verify your payment again when you go down to the LRT is 
acceptable alternative than spending an extra 5 minutes getting in and out of the depot. 

° Since there is proposed to be a dedicated busway on March road, this busway 
should continue across the bridge all the way to the existing park and ride (black line 
in the diagram below). 

° Since the bridge over the 417 might is probably not wide enough for those extra 
lanes, then create another parallel bridge (100m eastwards) and move the 
Northbound traffic onto it (light green line). 

° If above is not feasible in initial implementation, then allow for it to be built in the 
future without having to redesign the LRT station. 

° If ambitious you could make the busway "fly over" the March/Campeau intersection 
all together and have it run on the new bridge over the 417 and arrive directly in the 
existing park and ride. This would give the best service on the busway and would 
be re-used in the distant future where the busway was converted to another North- 
South LRT line. (Quite frankly I would prefer building LRT lines on March road 
instead of dedicated busway from the getgo, but that's ouside the realm of this 
project) 
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Here are my comments, in no particular order: 

• Using the existing BRT base plan for the new LRT makes the most sense: keeping the 
line along the north of the 417 (option 8) 

• The location (frequency) of stops as compared to the BRT needs to be reviewed. 
Either some stops need to optional (alternate trains) or the number of stops need to be 
reduced. Recommend removing all stops between March/Eagleson and Terry Fox 
station. Keep the stations closer to 2km apart rather than lkm apart. 

o Thus stops at: March/Eagleson (west side), existing Terry Fox Station, 
Huntmar/Tanger (east side of Huntmar). 

° This is particularly important if the line is going to go very far south.... imagine 
all those people commuting from south through Kanata having to stop at lots of 
stops. If the line meant to terminate in Kanata, then more stops is more 
acceptable, although annoying for those who just want to get to the last stop. 

° Consider if autonomous vehicle network can close the gap for those who cannot 
walk long distances (eg from apartment towers in Kanata North shuttle to the 
LRT). 

• Terry Fox station should have park and ride removed. Move the park and ride to the 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Broccolini 

Date: 

Time: 

Location: 


Tuesday, July 18, 2017 
11:00 am 
Ottawa City Hall 
Room 5106E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Stephen Fitzpatrick 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
James Beach 


City of Ottawa 

Parsons 

Parsons 

Morrison Hershfield 
Morrison Hershfield 
Broccolini 


Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Stephen.FitzDatrick@parsons.com 

Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

iames@broccolini.com 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided overview of study progress to date, including corridor 
evaluation. 

INFO 

1.2 

Broccolini Site Update 

James Beach provided overview of ownership history of their 52-acre parcel 
in question, and development outlook. Generally described as reactive rather 
than proactive, given the chailenges/constraints with the site (current 
zoning, Feedmill Creek, access to site, heavy servicing investment required). 

INFO 

1.16 

Meeting Notes 

• Broccolini understands and supports City’s preliminary preferred 
corridor alternative (Corridor 8); 

• Broccolini indicated they are aware of Minto's preference to shift the 
previously approved rapid transit alignment further south; 

• Broccolini notes that the existing access provided under the approved 

BRT plan makes marketability of the site undesirable to possible tenants 
thereby limiting development potential; 

• Broccolini noted that they would be opposed to any further compromise 
to the development of the site, i.e.an alignment that would bisect the 
property, or a lack of station access. Further to this point, Broccolini 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 
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Developer Meeting Summary: Broccolini 


July 18, 2017 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


indicated that should such a scenario be put forward, they would expect 
the acquisition of the property in its entirety. 

• The Study Team made note that there may be options to improve the 
access or visibility of the lands given that the LRT alignment will likely 
need to be elevated to avoid at-grade crossings of the line, and that 
these options will be explored; 

• Broccolini indicated that an alignment using their lands could have 
potential, provided there was a station provided to service their site. 

• Broccolini indicated that access from Huntmar is important in potentially 
developing the site, and will seek City/MTO approval for this. 



The Study Team and Broccolini agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that the Study 
Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Minto 

Date: Thursday, June 29, 2017 

Time: 9:00am 

Location: Ottawa City Hall 

Room 4106E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Pamela Whyte 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Curtis Scarlett 
Sue Murphy 


City of Ottawa 
Parsons 

Morrison Hershfield 
Morrison Hershfield 
Minto 
Minto 


Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Pamela.Whvte@Darsons.com 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

cscarlett@minto.com 

smurDhv@minto.com 



Meeting Summary 


ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided overview of study progress to date, including corridor 
evaluation. 

INFO 

1.2 

Minto Site Update 

Sue Murphy provided overview of Minto Lands north and south of Campeau 
Drive east of Huntmar, and development outlook. 

INFO 

1.16 

Meeting Notes 

• Ultimate residential uses will total 1100 units (north of Campeau), with 
commercial retail proposed along south side of Campeau. 

• Draft Plan of Subdivision for lands at SW corner of Huntmar/Campeau is 
approved (commercial retail), with lands for rapid transit (BRT) 
dedicated to City. There is provision for Minto to re-acquire lands if the 
rapid transit alignment shifts; 

• Minto is concerned the previously approved rapid transit corridor 
negatively impacts their lands, particularly given the alignment of 
Campeau Road has shifted south from that originally identified. The BRT 
corridor pinches development frontage along Campeau to 54 m; 

• Minto's preference is to shift the rapid transit corridor to the south, onto 
Broccolini lands; 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 
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Developer Meeting Summary: Broccolini 


July 27, 2016 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


• Discussion focused on LRT alignment alternatives and issues, including 
potential for elevated LRT (similar to Vancouver Skytrain); 

• Soil conditions on Minto’s lands are likely to impact ability to provide for 
higher density development, even with proximity to LRT; 

• Minto provided a concept plan showing several corridor alternatives. The 
study team will assess these in further detail, including impacts on other 
landowners; Minto indicated that Option 3 was their preferred. 

• Minto to develop design scenarios for their lands with the approved 
rapid transit corridor in place to illustrate impacts; 

Minto 


The Study Team and Minto agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that the Study 
Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Minto 

Date: Tuesday, October 18, 2017 

Time: 9:00am 

Location: Ottawa City Hall 

Room 5104E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Curtis Scarlett 
Sue Murphy 


City of Ottawa Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Parsons Peter.Steacv@Darsons.com 

Morrison Hershfield KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Parsons Paul.Croft@Darsons.com 

Minto cscarlett@minto.com 

Minto smurDhv@minto.com 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided an overview of new LRT alignment options in addition 
to the 3 options presented at the Business Consultation Meeting (September 
21, 2017). 

INFO 

1.2 

Meeting Notes 

• Minto forwarded a memo to the City on October 12, 2017 and 
discussed the alignment options and related development plans for 3 of 
the alignment options. Option 2 shifted closer to Feedmill Creek 
provides double leasable space and more jobs than Option 1. Option 3 
off Minto lands provides the greatest leasable space and jobs. 

• Minto preferred alignment Option 2 to shift closer to Feedmill Creek to 
increase their developable lands. 

• Minto prefers commercial fronting the south side of Campeau Drive 
since rear lane 3 storey townhomes fronting Campeau Drive are to be 
constructed on the north side of Campeau Drive. Views of an elevated 

LRT opposite the 3 storey townhomes as well as noise and lighting 
would negatively impact these residents. 

• Parsons discussed the Vancouver LRT examples of the Skytrain 
integrated within the developed urban areas. The elevated guideway 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 
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Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


would permit parking, access and circulation to be maintained 
underneath the structure. 

• Minto has an active development application with the City for the lands 
south of Campeau Drive. Minto to forward these plans to the Kanata 

LRT team. 

• Minto inquired about connectivity to LRT stations. As per the OP, the City 
is required to provide connectivity to the LRT stations and a parallel 

MUP facility to the LRT alignment. Due to safety issues, the elevated LRT 
guideway will not include a parallel MUP but at grade linkages with 
existing or planned MUPs for connectivity to the stations will be 
proposed. 

• Minto inquired about the ROW width required for the LRT facility. It was 
mentioned that the alignment plan showed centre of track and that they 
should assume a 5 metre offset from that to define the property 
envelope. Where the guideway is elevated, parking, circulation and 
landscaping elements can be provided underneath the guideway. 

• The City has a future plan for a pedestrian crossing parallel and to the 
east of the Huntmar Road bridge over Highway 417, although funding 
and timing for implementation is unknown. The widening of Huntmar is 
beyond 2031. (Post meeting - the TMP identifies it in Phase 3 of the 
Affordable Network and therefore within 2031.) 

• The storm pond west of Carp River, south of Campeau Drive is required 
for the Campeau Drive extension. Broccolini is proposing a storm pond 
to serve their lands, located on the west side of the Carp Rive adjacent 
to Highway 417. 

• Information on the footprint of the restoration work for Feedmill Creek is 
required to inform the LRT alignment and station location. 

• It is preferable to construct bridge structures at the top of the banks of 
Feedmill Creek for greater stability rather than within the Feedmill Creek 
banks. 

Minto 

1.3 

Next Steps 

• The Kanata LRT study team to forward a CAD file of the LRT options 
including a refined Option 2 closer to Feedmill Creek. 

• Meet with both Minto and Brocollini together once evaluation is 
complete, and prior to the final round of Consultation meetings. 



The Study Team and Minto agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that the Study 
Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Minto and Broccolini 

Date: Wednesday November 8, 2017 

Time: 2:30 pm 

Location: Parsons Ottawa Boardroom 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Curtis Scarlett 
Sue Murphy 
James Beach 
Russell Beach 


City of Ottawa 
Parsons 

Morrison Hershfield 

Parsons 

Minto 

Minto 

Broccolini 

Broccolini 


Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Paul.Croft@parsons.com 

cscarlett@minto.com 

smurphv@minto.com 

iames@broccolini.com 

russell.beach@broccolini.com 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided an overview of the six (6) LRT alignments developed. 

INFO 

1.2 

Meeting Notes 

• AT introduced the meeting and indicated that following the last meeting 
with Minto held on Oct. 17, the design options have been refined. At 
Minto’s request, Option 2 was shifted further south to hug Feedmill 

Creek. This option is a significant improvement over the approved BRT 
corridor allowing for more development as Minto is currently protecting 
for the approved BRT corridor as part of their draft plan. 

• PC provided a high level summary of the evaluation of alternatives with 
Option 2 as the preferred alternative as it: Makes best use of the 
previously approved rapid transit corridor and lands; Places Campeau 
Station far enough north to serve the area effectively; Provides for good 
access and visibility of rapid transit to the surrounding community; Can 
be integrated along south edge of planned development, and; Provides 
for a tangent crossing of Highway 417. 

• Both Minto and Broccolini prefer Option 5 as it has the least impact on 
their lands. SM indicated that changes to Feedmill Creek and Campeau 
have further encroached on Minto lands, reducing development 
potential. As this option is shorter than Option 2, the cost of the skew 
will likely even out. 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 
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July 27, 2016 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


• PC indicated Option 5 is not preferred as it places the station along the 
Highway, reducing visibility and access particularly from the residential 
community north of Campeau Drive. It does not activate land to generate 
ridership, and has challenges crossing Highway 417, although the 
reducing length of alignment may offset additional cost of the skewed 
crossing. 

• Minto and Broccolini expressed concern with an elevated LRT limiting 
development potential. PC showed Vancouver examples of development 
with a grade separated LRT line. 

• Broccolini expressed concern about an access from Huntmar into their 
site with an elevated LRT. PC confirmed that the design and spacing of 
the bridge piers is flexible and can accommodate an access from 

Huntmar. 

• AT indicated that Option 5 will require additional lands to support a 
PPUDO, bus transfer facility, and a road network that supports LRT. City 
planners also are not in favour of an LRT station along Hwy 417 as the 
Hwy acts as a barrier. The BRT study specifically diverted the BRT north 
and away from the Hwy to integrate into the new community. Although 
the Confederation Line has stations planned in the median of Hwy 417 
and OR 174, this was to minimize impacts on existing and well 
established communities. 

• AT indicated that once the evaluation is complete we will forward a copy 
to Minto and Broccolini with Option 2 as the recommended option and 
will be presented at the Consultation Group meetings for further 
consideration along with comments from Minto and Broccolini on their 
preferred Option 5. 

Minto 

1.3 

Next Steps 

• Study team requested CAD drawings from Minto/Broccolini to further 
assess how LRT alignment would integrate with development plans. 

• Study team to circulate evaluation materials to Minto/Broccolini for 
review. Minto/Broccolini to provide material relating to their own 
evaluation of the options. 



The Study Team and Minto/Broccolini agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Stakeholder Meeting Summary: PSPC/DND 

Date: 

Time: 

Location: 


Friday, August 11, 2017 
x: xx pm 
Ottawa City Hall 
Room 4102E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Kim Howie 
Martin Barakengara 
Vance Bedore 
Julie St. Jean 
Rosie-Anne Thibodeau 


City of Ottawa 
Parsons 

Morrison-Hershfield 

Morrison Hershfield 

Stage 2 LRT 

NCC 

PS PC 

PS PC 

DND 


Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

kim.howie@aecom.com 

martin.barakangara@ncc-ccn.ca 

Vance.Bedore@tPsgc-pwgsc.gc.ca 

Julie.St-Jean@tPsgc-pwgsc.gc.ca 

ROSIE-ANNE.THIBQDEAU@forces.gc.ca 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided overview of study progress to date, including corridor 
evaluation. 

INFO 

1.2 

PSPC/DND Update 

PSPC/DND staff provided an overview of ongoing master planning and other 
initiatives at the Carling Campus and Shirley’s Bay facilities. 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 
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Developer Meeting Summary: Urbandale 


July 20, 2017 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.16 

Meeting Notes 

• DND is consolidating facilities in the National Capital Region, with 

Carling Campus and Shirley's Bay identified for employment growth; 

• Employment at DND facilities is primarily 9-5, with some shift work; 

• Build-out is largely anticipated by 2031, with some growth beyond that; 

• PSPC/DND strongly desire LRT station in walking distance from Campus 
locations and want City to undertake further analysis of Corridor 1 in 
addition to the other corridors being considered. City to review further, 
[follow-up: City confirmed that Corridor 1 will not be considered further 
for the Kanata LRT extension]; 

• City to confirm what employment numbers are assumed in the regional 
transportation model [follow-up: model uses City OP assumption of 

8500 employees at the Carling site]; 

• Discussion of how Carling Campus/Shirley’s Bay will be served with 
implementation of Stage 2 LRT to Moodie Drive. Stage 2 LRT to engage 
with OC Transpo staff to develop options for discussion with PSPC/DND; 

• Stage 2 LRT to include PSPC/DND staff on TAC for ongoing connectivity 
study; 

• PSPC/DND to consider ability for buses to circulate on campus to reduce 
walking distances; 

• PSPC/DND staff to follow-up with regard to potential EMI/stray 
current/vibration issues which could impact their facilities if LRT is in 
proximity. 

Stage 2 LRT 

Stage 2 LRT 

PSPC/DND 

PSPC/DND 


Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Ottawa Senators 

Date: 

Time: 

Location: 


Tuesday, July 11, 2017 
1:30 pm 
Ottawa City Hall 
Room 5104E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Stephen Fitzpatrick 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Geoff Publow 
Tim Conroy 
Scott Taylor 


City of Ottawa 

Parsons 

Parsons 

Morrison- Hershfield 
Morrison- Hershfield 
Ottawa Senators 
Ottawa Senators 
Indigo (CTC) 


Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com 

Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

publowg@ottawasenators.com 

tconrov@ottawasenators.com 

scott.tavlor@parkindigo.com 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided overview of study progress to date, including corridor 
evaluation. 

INFO 

1.2 

Canadian Tire Centre Site Update 

Geoff Publow provided overview and development outlook of the Canadian 

Tire Centre site. Although the Senators intend to relocate to LeBreton Flats 
and are pursuing that opportunity; it is likely that the existing arena building 
will remain and be re-purposed for other uses rather than be demolished. 

The Senators are interested in pursuing redevelopment of the remainder of 
their lands at some point but have not advanced concepts to-date. 

INFO 

1.16 

Meeting Notes 

• Previous BRT corridor and alignment was developed in co-ordination 
with Senators and provides for good access to the event centre, with 
new walkways to be constructed between the station and the event 
centre; 

• Lands identified for bus lay-by and ramps as part of the BRT project are 
on lands which have been acquired by the Senators. There is interest in 
having proposed facilities relocated to improve development potential of 
these lands; 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 
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Developer Meeting Summary: Ottawa Senators 


July 11, 2017 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


• With conversion from BRT to LRT, operational requirements will change 
although there will be a need for Park and Ride and bus terminal 
facilities to support a station at this location, particularly if it is the 
terminus; 

• Given previous work undertaken to integrate the future rapid transit 
(BRT) station with the event centre, and uncertainty over future 
development plans for the Canadian Tire Centre site, a corridor 
alternative which passes along the east side of the event centre may be 
problematic. 



The Study Team and Ottawa Senators agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that 
the Study Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Urbandale 

Date: 

Time: 

Location: 


Thursday, July 20, 2017 
9:30 am 
Ottawa City Hall 
Room 4102E 


ATTENDEES: 


Angela Taylor 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Marcel Denomme 


City of Ottawa Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Parsons Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

Morrison-Hershfield KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Morrison Hershfield PCroft@morrisonhershfield.com 

Urbandale mdenomme@urbandale.com 



Meeting Summary 


ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Kanata LRT Study Progress 

Study Team provided overview of study progress to date, including corridor 
evaluation. 

INFO 

1.2 

Urbandale Site Update 

Marcel Denomme provided overview and development outlook of the 
Urbandale lands, located south of Palladium Drive and east of Huntmar 

Drive. 

INFO 

1.16 

Meeting Notes 

• Urbandale understands and supports City’s preliminary preferred 
corridor alternative (Corridor 8) as it will provide LRT in proximity to their 
lands and the Kanata West development area; 

• Discussion focused on the approved rapid transit alignment and 
implications of the North-South Arterial. Marcel mentioned that 

Shenkman had submitted a plan of subdivision that straightened out the 
road connection from the Palladium interchange connecting to a 
roundabout from where the ‘N-S Arterial’ would then head east towards 

Huntmar. 

• Urbandale’s general concern was that the corridor for the LRT alignment 
could freeze the development potential of their lands. If so, would they 
be able to obtain compensation from the KW landowners group?; 

INFO 


Parsons PLUS envision more 


+ 


F:\ISO\476274MOOO - Parsons\DOCS\Consultation\Stakeholder Meetings\Urbandale_2017Jul20.docx 
















Developer Meeting Summary: Urbandale 


July 20, 2017 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 


• Urbandale would be open to building higher density around Maple Grove 
Station if the LRT corridor is extended beyond Palladium to Hazeldean 
Road; 

• The Study Team made note that there may be options to modify the LRT 
alignment to reduce impacts on adjacent lands, including realignment of 
the corridor; 



• Study team to obtain Carp River restoration drawings (CAD) from Debbie 
Belfie; 

K. Roberts 


• Study team to contact John Price (MVCA) re: floodplain mapping for 

Poole Creek. 

P. Steacy 


The Study Team and Urbandale agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that the 
Study Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 
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1223 Michael Street, Suite 100, Ottawa, Ontario KU 7T2 
P: +1 613.738.4160| F: +1 613.739.7105 | www.parsons.com 


City of Ottawa 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Project No. 476274 

Developer Meeting Summary: Urbandale 

Date: Thursday, November 2, 2017 

Time: 4:00 pm 

Location: Parsons Ottawa Boardroom 2 


ATTENDEES: 


City of Ottawa Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

Parsons Peter.Steacv@parsons.com 

Morrison-Hershfield KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com 

Parsons Paul.Croft@parsons.com 

Urbandale mdenomme@urbandale.com 


Meeting Summary 

ITEM 

TOPICS 

ACTION 

1.1 

Meeting Notes 

• The latest LRT alignment south of Palladium was reviewed. While 
Urbandale would prefer an east of CTC alignment as it eliminates any 
requirement for their lands, the preferred west of CTC alignment which 
minimizes land requirement appears acceptable. Study team to provide 
more detail with respect to ROW width, setback requirements; 

• Discussion re: grade separation of LRT south of Palladium. If roadway 
connection from Palladium into Urbandale lands is not required there 
may be an opportunity to have LRT at-grade between Palladium and 

Maple Grove. Elevated LRT would likely be built on piers rather than 
embankment due to soil conditions, which would also minimize land 
requirements; 

• Vancouver Skytrain examples were reviewed to illustrate elevated LRT 
alignment and property impacts; 

• Urbandale to provide updated concept plan for LRT team to 
consider/incorporate. 

INFO 


Angela Taylor 
Peter Steacy 
Kelly Roberts 
Paul Croft 
Marcel Denomme 


The Study Team and Urbandale agreed to maintain communications as the study progresses, and that the 
Study Team will extend an invitation to all subsequent Business Consultation Group meetings. 

Errors and omissions in these notes must be provided to Paul Croft, otherwise the notes will be assumed as an 
accurate reflection of the discussions at the meeting. 


Parsons PLUS envision more 
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Ottawa 


File Number: Kanata LRT 


February 28, 2018 


Ms. Susan Murphy 

Vice President, Land Development 

Minto Communities Inc. 

Mr. James Beach 

Director, Real Estate and Business Development 
Broccolini 

Dear Ms. Murphy and Mr. Beach, 

Re: Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Further to our meeting held on February 13, 2018 to discuss your January 9, 2018 
submission to the City on the LRT corridor options between the Carp River and 
Palladium Drive, I have attached the City’s response to the submission as requested. 
The response addresses the four criteria and assumptions noted on the submission 
and includes input from the City’s Policy Planning Branch. Please feel free to contact 
me if you require anything further. 


Sincerely, 



Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 
El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
m (613) 580-2424 x 15210 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Services Department 

Transportation Planning - Environmental 

Assessments 

110 Laurier Avenue West 

Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 


Tel.: 613-580-2424 poste: 15210 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 


Planification des transports 
110, avenue Laurier Quest 


Land Use Assumptions 


Your January 9, 2018 submission suggests that the potential density and mix of uses 
originally conceived for the Kanata West Mixed Use Centre (MUC) and Special 
Employment Areas are not being realised through recent changes to the MUC and 
Industrial Area designations. In fact, the changes to the Employment Area 
designations in this area were initiated by the Industry themselves in favour of retail 
uses. The MUC designation has always permitted retail uses. While the objective has 
been to incorporate commercial as part of mixed used, transit supportive 
developments retail is also permitted as a stand-alone use. The Enterprise Area east 
of the Carp was incorporated into the MUC and has mostly delivered retail uses. It is 
the City’s opinion that the implication that this is a change in approach is not realistic. 

While development in the west continues to be low density the City is beginning to 
see the desired densities and built form around the Inner Urban MUCs and now the 
new urban LRT stations. More recently with the construction of the Confederation 
Line LRT, higher density is being proposed at both Blair Station and at the future 
Trim Station. It is therefore reasonable to assume that when the Kanata LRT is built, 
there will be a similar market for density and non-retail uses close to the LRT 
stations. 

Transit Oriented Development and City Building Opportunities 

The Minto and Broccolini lands between the Carp River and Huntmar Drive have 
been designated Mixed Use Area since 2003 and no change to this designation and 
the ultimate potential for development is proposed. The location of an LRT station 
between the Carp River and Huntmar Drive does not change this designation, which 
is an incentive to the market to respond with both density and a variety in the types of 
land uses. The prospect of a station is a further asset and focal point for a 
community, as more residents will pass through that location on a daily basis entering 
and leaving the community. 

A typical transit station has the potential to have close to 50 ha of gross developable 
land within 400m walking distance of the station and over 110 ha within 600m. 
Alignment 5, which locates the station on the boundary of Highway 417 would only 
yield up to 25 ha of gross developable land within 400 m walking distance and 50ha 
within 600m. Land within 400m (radial distance) from the proposed station for 
Alignment 5 is totally within the Broccolini land. All of the Broccolini land is within 
600m of the station and a small proportion of the Minto land appears to be within 
600m walking distance to the station. Only a small corner of the existing residential 
area (Minto’s Arcadia) potentially falls within this catchment. 

By contrast, Alignment 2 provides a station location just north of Feedmill Creek 
central to both the Minto and the Broccolini sites. While the Creek may restrict 
accessibility to the south, most of the Broccolini land remains easily accessible to the 
station. This Alignment 2 almost doubles the potential land within walking distance of 
the LRT station and includes more of the existing residential area north of Campeau 
Drive. This residential catchment is important because the earliest use of the LRT 
station will come from these nearby residents and by employees in this area. 



In terms of City building opportunities, Minto and Broccolini prefer Alignment 5 as it 
provides a better opportunity to create “a fine grid pattern of dense buildings and 
roadways, which will include sidewalks and bicycle facilities and opportunities for the 
local bus service to integrate with the future LRT Station”. Obviously these are 
attributes that both Minto and Broccolini consider desirable and want to promote. 

This opportunity is not limited to the Broccolini land. It can equally be an objective for 
the Minto land north of the Creek and Alignment 2 provides the opportunity to 
achieve these design and functional objectives on both sites. 

In the two concept plans provided by Minto and Broccolini in their submission, there 
is only an effort to demonstrate a more compact form of development where the LRT 
station is located on the Broccolini site and not in the Alignment 2 location on or 
closer to the Minto site. The suggestion implied by these illustrations is that higher 
density is only possible on the Broccolini land, which is not correct. Any assessment 
of the Alignments should assume equal opportunity to promote urban form when 
adjacent lands are still vacant and intensification over the long-term remains a 
possibility. Alignment 2 provides a greater opportunity for city building long-term. 

From a land use and city building perspective, Alignment 2 provides the greatest 
opportunity in the short-term to solicit ridership from the existing residential areas 
north of Campeau Drive. In the long term, Alignment 2 will also provide a greater 
opportunity, due to the size of the walkable catchment area, for future residential and 
employment uses to be transit supportive and possibly at higher densities than what 
may be currently anticipated. 

Furthermore, the LRT will have a longer lifespan than much of the development and 
is important for the City to consider the future long-term land use potential for these 
stations. Also note that the Kanata West Owner’s Group supports the preferred 
Alignment 2 based on previous planning activities and considers the bundling of the 
LRT with Feedmill Creek to be a positive development from a land use perspective. 
They support an alignment which reflects the corridor previously established by the 
Kanata West Transportation Master Plan. 

Forecast of Ridership 

Your submission requested clarification and an explanation as to how future LRT 
ridership is forecast. At the corridor level, ridership is forecast using the City’s 
EMME3 Transportation Demand Model. This model applies future land use 
(population and employment) projections by traffic zones across the entire City and 
assigns trips to the transportation network in a four-step process: Generation; 
Distribution; Mode Choice; and Assignment. The model is calibrated against existing 
conditions based on traffic volumes and travel surveys. Walk distance to the station is 
also a factor influencing travel behavior, and Alignment 2 provides a shorter walking 
distance within a greater catchment area. 

Although the model does not provide an appropriate level of detail to compare 
relatively minor shifts in the alignment of a particular corridor, such as comparing 
Alignment 2 versus Alignment 5, the study team looked at a qualitative assessment 
of indicators. This includes LRT geometry (horizontal/vertical curve radius), the ability 



to influence TOD potential, and catchment potential when considering ridership 
potential of each alignment alternative. 

Environmental Impact 

Minto and Broccolini suggest that placing the Kanata LRT in proximity to Feedmill 
Creek may have environmental impacts, which have not been considered, including 
the need for clearing of tracks in winter and potential use of de-icing products. 

Electric LRT is an environmentally friendly technology which will have less impact 
than the previously approved BRT given there is less impermeable surface, no fossil 
fuel runoff, and no use of road salt to keep the runningway clear. Keeping the tracks 
clear of snow in the winter is not considered an issue as the passage of trains will 
generally keep the runningway clear. Running additional trains overnight and during 
times of lower demand is the general response to prevent snow and ice build-up 
during winter storm events. Use of de-icing products is not anticipated. 

In discussions with the MVCA and City staff, it is our understanding that while a 100m 
wide corridor is being protected for the Feedmill Creek restoration, the location of this 
corridor is flexible and will be determined in part based on future development plans, 
including the preferred LRT alignment. The 100m corridor is substantially narrower 
than the existing floodplain and regulatory limit mapping. Both MVCA and City staff 
indicate that Alignment 2 appears to be compatible with the proposed restoration of 
Feedmill Creek and impacts can be mitigated to an acceptable level. Any work within 
the regulatory limits will require a permit from the MVCA, with supporting studies to 
address issues such as slope stability. 

With respect to planned multi-use pathways in the Feedmill Creek corridor, Alignment 
2 offers the ability to bundle a multi-use pathway with the LRT alignment, adjacent to 
or even under parts of the elevated alignment, satisfying the requirement for a 
parallel multi-use pathway facility and reducing potential duplication of pathway 
facilities. The more central location of the pathway serves both the Minto and 
Broccolini lands more efficiently. 

Costs including capital expenditure, construction costs and land acquisition 

With reference to discussions held on February 13, 2018, we acknowledge that 
Alignment 5 may offer a reduced capital cost versus Alignment 2, although there are 
too many unknowns to properly assess the cost without a more thorough review, 
which is beyond the scope of this study. This cost saving is anticipated to result from 
a shorter alignment, with potential opportunity to have the LRT running at-grade or 
closer to existing grade over a longer portion, with an at-grade station provided on 
the Broccolini site. 

However, we also advised that Alignment 5 would either require a tighter radius curve 
at the west end, and a skewed bridge crossing over Highway 417 or would need to 
swing further north on the Broccolini site before crossing the highway. The ability to 
bridge Highway 417 additional costs associated with these changes is likely to close 
the gap in cost between the two Alignments. 



The station location associated with Alignment 5 is also likely to drive a requirement 
for an off-street bus terminal and dedicated Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off facility 
given its distance from the adjacent arterial road network and residential community 
to the north. 

The land requirement for a right-of-way for Alignment 2 should be considerably less 
than that previously identified as part of the BRT EA study, which cut through the 
middle of Minto’s land. The EA is suggesting that a 5m clear space from the 
centerline of each track be provided to protect for the ultimate LRT guideway, with 
some additional land required at the station location to account for station access, 
sidewalks, etc. Additional lands may be required for temporary construction 
easements beyond this 5m zone. Plans produced to date for the Minto site suggest 
that an access roadway, loading zones and parking spaces will be located along the 
southern edge of the site, which would not preclude this activity. 

Further discussions are needed with respect to what activities may occur in the short 
and long-term on the lands identified for the LRT corridor. We anticipate that the 
space beneath the elevated LRT alignment can be used for recreational pathways, 
landscaping, surface parking and access roadways. 



minto 


VIA: E-mail angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 

August 13, 2018 

Ms. Angela Taylor 

Senior Project Engineer 

Transportation Planning 

Transportation Servicing Department 

City of Ottawa 

100 Constellation Drive 

Ottawa, ON, K2G 6J8 

Dear Ms. Taylor: 

RE: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Corridor Setback Requirements 

Minto Communities has been engaged in the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. Minto provided three formal submissions during the process including a written 
submission to Transportation Committee and City Council. Prior to the May 2,2018 Transportation 
Committee meeting, Minto and the City met and it was agreed that the City would confirm the 
following: 1) confirmation of LRT alignment/development limit; 2) functional design property envelope 
including any construction easement requirements. Correspondence was exchanged which is contained 
in Attachment 1 with the City directing Minto to provide a 10m setback from the confirmed limit of the 
Light Rail Transit (LRT) corridor between the Carp River and Huntmar Drive. Within the 10m setback, 
there could be no permanent obstructions to vehicular traffic which include but not limited to buildings, 
signage, retaining walls, etc. It is understood that this 10m setback is to facilitate the construction of the 
elevated LRT structure by permitting access adjacent to the track for construction equipment and 
temporary scaffolding. 

Minto will attempt to accommodate the City's request to keep obstructions (buildings, signage, 
retaining walls, etc.) outside of the 10m setback during the site plan control application process for the 
property adjacent to the LRT corridor. However, if the configuration requested by the City cannot be 
accommodated resulting in an inability to use our lands, including a corresponding reduction in building 
size, it will be considered a sterilization by the City for which Minto will seek compensation during this 
process. 


200-180 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 0B6 • 1613.782.3083 



minto 

Please feel free to contact the undersigned with any questions that you may have. 
Best regards, 



Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 
Minto Communities Inc. 


Attachment 1 - Correspondence related to Action Items from May 2 nd Transportation Committee 


Ct: Curtiss Scarlett, Minto Communities 

Ursula Melinz, Soloway Wright 


200-180 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario KIP 0B6 * 1613.782.3083 


Susai^Murgh^ 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Monday, June 25, 2018 2:58 PM 
Susan Murphy 

Dickinson, Mary; Moodie, Derrick; Curtiss Scarlett; Paul Croft (paul.croft@parsons.com) 
RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 


Hi Susan, the study team has reviewed your concept plan with respect to permitted uses within the 
10m easement. As discussed earlier, a 10m setback is generally required along the proposed LRT 
corridor to provide sufficient space for continuous vehicle access along the corridor and space for the 
elevated guideway to be constructed. This includes the ability for a mobile crane to be positioned 
adjacent to the alignment to lift beams as well as space for scaffolding. 

With respect to your development plan, the parking, loading and circulation areas within the 10m 
setback are generally acceptable as these areas can be more readily modified to accommodate 
construction. The proposed uses at the west end of the site, including parking, driveway and loading 
bay access are acceptable. Construction staging can be designed to minimize impact to operations. 
The 2 westernmost buildings adjacent to the LRT corridor is entirely outside the 10m setback and 
could be kept operational for all phases of construction. There may be some construction stages 
where loading access is limited, but this can be managed through careful coordination. 

The two buildings immediately west of Street No. 10 are within the 10m setback and pose challenges 
for construction staging. The location of these two buildings will be challenging to maintain during 
construction as they are very close to the guideway and station and may need to be removed during 
the LRT construction. 

To minimize impacts within the 10m easement and maximize the developable area, a suggestion is to 
locate the parking area adjacent to the LRT corridor and relocate the buildings away from the 
corridor. As always, please let me know if you need anything further. 

Thanks, 

Angela 


From: Susan Murphy <SMurphy@minto.com> 

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2018 2:12 PM 
To: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Cc: Dickinson, Mary <mary.dickinson@ottawa.ca>; Moodie, Derrick <Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca>; Curtiss Scarlett 
<CScarlett@minto.com>; Paul Croft (paul.croft@parsons.com) <paul.croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Thank you Angela. 

Look forward to your reply next week. 


Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 
MINTO COMMUNITIES - CANADA 
200-180 Kent St, Ottawa, ON, KIP 0B6 


1 



T 613.782.3083 

A division of The Minto Group 


From: Taylor, Angela [mailto:Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca] 

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2018 1:54 PM 
To: Susan Murphy <SMurphy@minto.com> 

Cc: Dickinson, Mary <mary.dickinson@ottawa.ca>; Moodie, Derrick <Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca>; Curtiss Scarlett 
<CScarlett@minto.com>; Paul Croft (paul.croft@parsons.com) <paul.croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Sue, thanks for the info and yes I can confirm that the attached CADD concept plan will be 
included in the final EA document. The attached link of the draft Kanata LRT Environmental Project 
Report has been circulated to the Technical Agencies for comments as a preview prior to the Notice 
of Commencement and note that this version will not have your latest updated concept plan. If you 
have any questions, comments, concerns with the information, please let me know. 

httPs://morrisonhershfield- 

mv.sharePoint.eom/:f:/g/personal/kroberts morrisonhershfield coml/EvYDkFuvhThHrmzZooOJDScBltmF EYZ- 

Di N3EmSb8kOQ?e=NdvNCI 

The City is still developing policies around setbacks to LRT and permitted uses and I will respond 
next week so you can move forward with your plan. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

From: Susan Murphy < SMurphv@minto.com > 

Sent: Tuesday, June 12, 2018 4:40 PM 

To: Taylor, Angela < Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca > 

Cc: Dickinson, Mary < marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick < Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca >: Curtiss Scarlett 
< C5carlett@minto.com >: Paul Croft f paul.croft@parsons.com ) < paul.croft@parsons.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Angela, 

Following up from the e-mail below and attached, please find Minto commercial concept plan for the lands south of 
Campeau Road. We have not incorporated the future Riverchase Drive pick up and drop off in this concept as this was a 
comment after preparation of the plan. 

If you could please confirm that: 1) this concept is acceptable in terms of permitted uses within the easement; and; 2) 
the concept plan will be included in the FA document, it would be appreciated. 

Thank you 

Sue 


Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 
MINTO COMMUNITIES - CANADA 
200-180 Kent St, Ottawa, ON, KIP 0B6 
T 613.782.3083 
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A division of The Minto Group 


From: Taylor, Angela rmailto:Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca1 
Sent: Wednesday, May 16,2018 9:41 AM 
To: Susan Murphy < SMurphv@minto.com > 

Cc: Dickinson, Mary < marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick < Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca >: Curtiss Scarlett 
< CScarlett@minto.com >: Paul Croft fpaul.croft@parsons.coml < paul.croft@parsons.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Susan, our response is as follows: 

1. We can confirm that the LRT alignment shown in the Minto CAD file provided matches our LRT 
corridor and setbacks. 

2. With respect to the 10 m easement shown along the north side of the LRT, there are no 
requirements or obligations at this time. The EA is not seeking approval for a 10 m 
construction easement as EA’s do not typically specify construction methods in detail. We do 
recommend that Minto work with City Planners and Transportation Planning staff to discuss 
conceptually how the proposed development would improve integration with the future LRT 
station and corridor. As proposed, the future Riverchase Drive would provide pedestrian and 
cycling access and potentially curbside pick-up and drop-off. 

If you need anything further, please let me know. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

From: Susan Murphy < SMurDhv@minto.com > 

Sent: Monday, May 14, 2018 2:16 PM 

To: Taylor, Angela < Aneela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca > 

Cc: Dickinson, Marv < marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick < Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca >: Curtiss Scarlett 
< CScarlett@minto.com >; Paul Croft (paul.croft@parsons.coml < paul.croft@parsons.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Thank you - look forward to your response. 


Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 

Minto Communities - Canada 

200-180 Kent St, Ottawa, ON, KIP 0B6 
T 613.782.3083 | F 613.782.2416 

minto.com 


From: Taylor, Angela [mailto:Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca1 
Sent: Monday, May 14, 2018 1:39 PM 
To: Susan Murphy < SMurphv@minto.com > 

Cc: Dickinson, Mary < marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick < Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca >: Curtiss Scarlett 
< CScarlett@minto.com >: Paul Croft ( paul.croft@parsons.com l < paul.croft@parsons.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Susan, we will provide this information by this week and I have copied Paul Croft to action. 
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Thanks, 

Angela 


From: Susan Murphy < SMurphv(5)minto.com > 

Sent: Tuesday, May 08, 2018 12:55 PM 
To: Taylor, Angela < Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca :> 

Cc: Dickinson, Marv < marv.dickinson(5>ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick < Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca >; Curtiss Scarlett 
< CScarlett@minto.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Angela, 

1 am following up on our work plan for finalizing the LRT corridor alignment and obligations within our Arcadia 
subdivision. I believe the next steps are: 

1. City to confirm LRT alignment as per the attached AutoCad plan in terms of the alignment corridor and setback. 

2. City to confirm any restrictions/obligations as it relates to the proposed 10m easement along the northen limit 
of the LRT. 

As discussed, page 29 of the staff report illustrated a proposed road that would run parallel along the corridor within 
Minto's commercial block. We clarified at our meeting that this was not required, however, we need to know what is 
permitted within the proposed easement. 

If you could please confirm when a response to these questions will be received, it would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you, 


Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 

_jMinto Communities - Canada 

200-180 Kent St, Ottawa, ON, KIP 0B6 
T 613.782.3083 F 613.782.24 16 

minto.com 

You are receiving this email because you may have expressly consented to receive commercial electronic messages from 
Minto Group of Companies (Minto Properties Inc, Minto Communities Canada Inc., Minto Communities LLC.) and 
affiliates. To unsubscribe, please click hero. Contact Minto Group of Companies at 200-180 Kent Street, Ottawa ON KIP 
0B6 or 1-877-751-2852. Click here to access our privacy policy. 

The information in this email is intended solely for the addressee(s) named and may contain privileged, 
confidential or personal information. If you have received this communication in error, please reply by e-mail 
to the sender and delete or destroy all copies of this message. Any other distribution, disclosure or copying is 
strictly prohibited. 


From: Taylor, Angela [mailto:Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 1 

Sent; Tuesday, May 01, 2018 4:37 PM 

To: Susan Murphy < SMurphv@minto.com > 
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Cc: Chi, Vivi < Vivi.Chi@ottawa.ca >: McKinney, Frank < Frank.McKinnev(S)ottawa.ca >; Paul Croft 
(paul.croft@parsons.com) < paul.croft@parsons.com >: Hopper, David < David.Hopper@parsons.com >: Steacy, Peter 
< Peter.Steacv@parsons.com >: Dickinson, Mary < marv.dickinson@ottawa.ca >: Moodie, Derrick 
< Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca > 

Subject: Kanata LRT - Response to Minto 

Hi Sue, thank you for meeting with us this afternoon to clarify your submission and as we discussed, 
we are summarizing the outcome of this meeting as follows: 

• City staff are seeking approval from Transportation Committee and Council on Alignment 8A for 
the Kanata LRT that abuts the north side of the Feedmill Creek limits. 

• We will provide you with confirmation of the LRT alignment, and the functional design’s property 
envelope including construction easement through Minto’s land. 

• We will work with Development Review staff on planning applications to ensure coordination with 
the Kanata LRT. 

• Once the Kanata LRT is approved, the Kanata West Bus Rapid Transit corridor will not be 
required. 

As always, feel free to contact me at anytime time. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 
8 (613) 580-2424 x 15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 


s 



This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 
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Susan Murphy 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Susan Murphy 

Tuesday, May 1, 2018 9:28 AM 

'Croft, Paul'; Taylor, Angela; Hopper, David 

Curtiss Scarlett 

Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

Tranportation Egli Itr May 1 2018 final.pdf; 161613606-131-Arcadia Ph3_d5_c3d-May 
1-18.pdf; ACAD-161613606-131-Arcadia Ph3_d5_c3d-May 1-18.dwg 


Hi Everyone, 

Minto has submitted a letter to the Chair of Transportation Committee related to the Kanata LRT EA (first attachment). 

We appreciate the open dialogue and communication throughout the process. In order to determine our next steps, we 
need to finalize the land requirements associated with the recommended LRT alignment on our property; both 
permanent and temporary. This project is currently beyond the 2030 planning horizon, however, our lands are within 3- 
5 years from development. We need full disclosure on what the City is expecting in terms of both the corridor as well as 
the proposed temporary access easement as it is unclear on what impact it will have on our developable land area and 
future conditions of site plan control. We need certainty moving forward with our draft plan application in terms of: 1) 
develop limit; 2) encumbrances on the lands; 3) acquisition requirements. 

We will be making a presentation tomorrow at the Committee meeting. We will continue to work with you to finalize 
the development limit and potential acquisition requirements. 

We have attached the latest Arcadia draft plan based on the provided LRT corridor and 5m setback from track centerline 
for your review and approval. We are available before the Committee meeting tomorrow to discuss our submission and 
next steps. 

Thank you, 


From: Croft, Paul [mailto:Paul.Croft@parsons.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 25. 2018 4:13 PM 
To: Susan Murphy <SMurphy@minto.com> 

Cc: Curtiss Scarlett <CScarlett@minto.com>; Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David 
<David.Hopper@parsons.com> 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

Hi Susan, 

Per Angela's direction, attached are CAD and pdf files showing the LRT corridor limits in the area of the Minto/Broccolini 
properties. I don't believe the alignment has shifted at all from the version previously circulated. We are showing a 
slightly reduced "permanent" taking of 5 m from track centerlines (versus 7.5 m initially identified). 

In terms of new information, we are showing a 10 m future construction easement along the north side of the LRT 
corridor. This is for information only, and represents a potential temporary access easement which may be sought at the 
time of project construction, to build the elevated guideway and station. LRT construction methods are still to be 
determined as part of detailed design and procurement, and ultimately the project will be constructed using whatever 


l 



space is available at the time. The area shown on the drawing represents space which would be ideally kept clear of 
permanent structures to provide flexibility, but it is not a requirement. The initial Site Plan drawings provided to us show 
this area as being used for access roadways, parking and loading areas, which is compatible with an access easement. 

Acquisition of the temporary easement would be negotiated with the adjacent landowner, with appropriate 
compensation, at the time of project construction. 

Regards, 

PC 


From: Taylor, Angela < Aneela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca > 

Sent: Tuesday, April 17,2018 9:13 AM 
To: 'Susan Murphy 1 < SMurphv@minto.com > 

Cc: Curtiss Scarlett < CScarlett@minto.com >: Croft, Paul < Paul.Croft@parsons.com > 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

Hi Susan, that’s correct. The Kanata LRT is being presented May 2 nd at Transportation Committee. I 
will have Paul Croft confirm the LRT corridor limits and forward you the final CADD files although I 
don’t believe it has changed. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

From: Susan Murphy < SMurphv@minto.com > 

Sent: Monday, April 16,2018 8:03 AM 

To: Taylor, Angela < Aneela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca > 

Cc: Curtiss Scarlett < CScarlett@minto.com > 

Subject: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 

Hi Angela, 

I hope you are well. 

I am confirming that you are still on track for the May 2 nd Transportation Committee for the Kanata LRT EA. 

We will be submitting this week our delineation of the development limit to Planning staff as part of our Plan of 
Subdivision process. The limit is based on the greater of: 1) creek corridor setback; and 2) LRT limit. The LRT is the 
greater constraint. We would like confirmation on the delineation of the LRT corridor which defines the development 
limit south of Campeau prior to the Transportation Committee meeting. 

Thank you 


Susan Murphy 

Vice-President, Land Development 

Minto Communities - Canada 

200-180 Kent St, Ottawa, ON, KIP 0B6 
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T 613.782.3083 [ F 613.782.2416 

minto.com rminto.coml 


You are receiving this email because you may have expressly consented to receive commercial electronic messages from 
Minto Group of Companies (Minto Properties Inc, Minto Communities Canada Inc., Minto Communities LLC.) and 
affiliates. To unsubscribe, please click herefemails. minto. coml. Contact Minto Group of Companies at 200-180 Kent 
Street, Ottawa ON KIP 0B6 or 1-877-751-2852. Click herefminto.com] to access our privacy policy. 

The information in this email is intended solely for the addressee(s) named and may contain privileged, confidential or 
personal information. If you have received this communication in error, please reply by e-mail to the sender and delete or 
destroy all copies of this message. Any other distribution, disclosure or copying is strictly prohibited. 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or 
the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation 
ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire 
prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 


NOTICE: This email message and all attachments transmitted with it may contain privileged and confidential information, and 
information that is protected by, and proprietary to. Parsons Corporation, and is intended solely for the use of the addressee for 
the specific purpose set forth in this communication. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any reading, dissemination, distribution, copying, or other use of this message or its attachments is str ctly 
prohibited, and you should delete this message and all copies and backups thereof. The recipient may not further distribute or 
use any of the information contained herein without the express written authorization of the sender. If you have received this 
message in error, or if you have any questions regarding the use of the proprietary information contained therein, p ease contact 
the sender of this message immediately, and the sender will provide you with further instructions. 
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Soloway 
Wright 

Ursula K. Melinz 
Partner 

Direct line: 613.782.3214 

Email address: melinzu@solowaywright.com 

BY EMAIL 


lawyers 


Soloway Wright LLP 

700 - 427 Laurier Avenue West 
Ottawa ON K1R7Y2 

T: 613.236.0111 | 1.866.207.5880 
F: 613.238.8507 
www.solowaywright.com 


FILE NO: 45133 1374 


May 1,2018 
Chair Egli 

Council Members of the Transportation Committee 

City of Ottawa 

110 Laurier Avenue West 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Dear Chair Egli and Members of the Transportation Committee: 

Re: Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study (Moodie to Hazeldean) 

ACS2018-TSD-PLN-0002 

Minto Arcadia (Campeau) Draft Development Plan and Proposed Future LRT 

We are solicitors for Minto Communities Inc. 

Minto Communities Inc. owns land in the former City of Kanata, being Part of Lots 3 and 4, 
Concession 1. Approximately half of the land has been subdivided. The land south of the proposed 
future Campeau Drive, noting that Campeau Drive has been dedicated by Plan 4M-1502, is the 
subject matter of this letter. In 2016, Minto Communities Inc. filed an application for draft plan of 
subdivision approval for the above described lands. The concern raised with this letter is for Blocks 
40, 41, 42 and 43 which are shown on the draft plan application as being Commercial on the south 
side of Campeau Drive. 

Minto has been engaged throughout the alignment consideration process and it has engaged in 
discussions with the City regarding the Kanata LRT alignment and the impact it will have on Minto's 
lands. Minto does not agree with the conclusion of the Kanata LRT Environmental Assessment that 
recommends Option 8a. This option results in the transit line proceeding along the south side of the 
commercial lands and immediately north of Feedmill Creek. Minto has provided two detailed 
submissions questioning the City's recommendation for Option 8 and 8a. Minto also provided 


Ottawa Office 

700 - 427 Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa ON KIR 7Y2 
T: 613.236.0111 | 1.866.207.5880 | F: 613.238.8507 


Kingston Office 

510 - 366 King Street, Kingston ON K7K 6Y3 
T: 613.544.7334 | 1.800.263.4257 | F: 1.800.263.4213 



Soloway Wright LLP 


Page 2 of 2 


further details as to why other alignments, such as Option 5, should be selected. Minto is attempting 
to assess the impact any alignment will have on its lands. 

Minto is seeking confirmation from the City as to what the limit of the proposed taking is. What is 
the total land taking required for the construction and then operation of the LRT including land 
dedication, temporary and permanent easements? Minto is seeking confirmation to ensure the 
lands are not sterilized until required by the City. A commitment from the City is requested so Minto 
may then proceed to assess the impact and proceed with the development of its lands. 

Secondly, Minto previously dedicated Block 2 on Plan 4M-1563 to the City for the purpose of the 
bus-rapid transit road alignment that was identified at the time of dedication. Since the BRT 
alignment is no longer required due to Option 8a now being recommended, Minto requests that 
Block 2 be given back to Minto as part of any calculated compensation or dedication agreement. 
Block 2 is no longer required by the City and, Minto will work to integrate Block 2 into any future 
development in the area. Accordingly, Minto requests that direction be provided to staff to engage 
in discussions regarding the return of Block 2. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the proposed transitway alignment has a significant impact on our 
Client's lands, Minto will continue to engage in discussions with the hope of coming to a mutually 
acceptable solution with the City. 

We look forward to the City's response. 

Do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions or would like to discuss. 

Yours very truly, 



Ursula K. Melinz 

Ursula Melinz Professional Corporation 
UKM/ 

CC: Susan Murphy, Minto Communities Inc. 

Curtiss Scarlett, Minto Communities Inc. 


4814-7539-1818. v. 1 
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IV. AGENCY COMMENTS RECEIVED 



Ministry of Tourism, Ministere du Tourisme, 

Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport 


Culture Services Unit 
Programs and Services Branch 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 
Tel: 416 314 7182 

Fax: 416 212 1802 


Unite des services culturels 

Direction des programmes et des services 

401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 

Toronto ON M7A 0A7 

Tel: 416 314 7182 

Telec: 416 212 1802 
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IS' Ontario 


July 27, 2017 (EMAIL ONLY) 

Stephen Fitzpatrick, Associate Environmental Planner 
Parsons 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100 
Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 
E: stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com 


RE: 


MTCS file #: 
Proponent: 
Subject: 
Location: 


0006612 
City of Ottawa 
Kanata LRT Extension 
Ottawa, Ontario 


Dear Stephen Fitzpatrick: 


Thank you for including the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) in the recent Agency 
Consultation Group Meeting and for providing the exhibit boards from the June 5, 2017 Public Open House 
for your project. MTCS’s interest in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving Ontario’s cultural 
heritage, which includes: 

• Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine; 

• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and, 

• Cultural heritage landscapes. 

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural 
heritage resources. 

Project Summary 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) study to develop a 
Recommended Plan to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. 

While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may be identified 
through screening and evaluation. Aboriginal communities may have knowledge that can contribute to the 
identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any engagement with Aboriginal 
communities includes a discussion about known or potential cultural heritage resources that are of value to 
these communities. Municipal Heritage Committees, historical societies and other local heritage 
organizations may also have knowledge that contributes to the identification of cultural heritage resources. 

Given that cultural heritage is a matter of provincial importance, MTCS recommends that there is a separate 
cultural heritage impact criteria category added to the Analysis Criteria for choosing the preferred corridor. 

Archaeological Resources 

Your EA project may impact archaeological resources and a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment should 
be undertaken to inform the evaluation process and the draft EPR. In addition, MTCS archaeological sites 
data are available at archaeoloaicalsites(a)ontario.ca . The archaeological assessment (AA) should be 
undertaken by an archaeologist licenced under the OHA, who is responsible for submitting the report 
directly to MTCS for review. 




Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 

Given the potential for this project to impact Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes, an 
assessment of the existing conditions of potential alignments and a preliminary impact assessment report 
should be undertaken to inform the evaluation process and draft EPR. The Clerk for the municipality 
encompassing the EA project can provide information on property registered or designated under the 
Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners can also provide information that will assist you in 
completing the checklist. 

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) is used to determine the cultural heritage value or interest 
of a potential Provincial Heritage Property. If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS 
recommends that a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be 
completed to assess potential project impacts. Our Ministry’s Irrfo Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments 
and Conseryation Plans outlines the scope of HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS and the local municipality 
for review, and make it available to local organizations or individuals who have expressed interest in 
heritage. 

Environmental Assessment Reporting 

All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated into EA 
projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed for your EA project, 
and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion. If your screening has identified no known 
or potential cultural heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the completed 
checklists and supporting documentation in the EA report or file. 

Thank-you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so through the EA process, and 
contact me for any questions or clarification. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Elkow 
Heritage Planner 
Jeff. Elkow@Ontario.ca 

Copied to: Yves Dagssie, MOECC 

Yves.Dagssie@Ontario.ca 


It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or 
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists, 
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm, 
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are 
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent. 

Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources 
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the 
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation 
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated 
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which 
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 




Agency Pre-Review of Draft EPR 



Ministry of Environment, Conservation 
and Parks 
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Ministere de I’Environnement, de la Protection f Ij " L _ 

de la nature et des Parcs ly/ I 1111 | IIJ 

Direction des evaluations et des permissions 
environnementales 

135, avenue St. Clair Ouest 
Rez-de-chaussee 
Toronto ON M4V1P5 
Tel: 416 314-8001 

Telec. : 416 314-8452 


July 26, 2018 


MEMORANDUM 


Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 

Environmental Assessment and 
Permissions Branch 

135 St. Clair Avenue West 
1 st Floor 

Toronto ON M4V1P5 
Tel.: 416 314-8001 
Fax: 416 314-8452 


TO: Ms. Angela Taylor, P.Eng 

Senior Project Engineer, 

Transportation Planning 
Transportation Service Department 
City of Ottawa 

FROM: Mr. Yves Dagssie 

Special Project Officer 

Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch 
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 

RE: Draft Environment Project Report for the Kanata Light Rail Transit 

Extension from Moodie Station to Hazeldean Station. 


The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parkes’s (the ministry), has completed its 
review of the draft Environment Project Report (EPR) for the Kanata Light Rail Transit 
Extension Project from Moodie Station to Hazeldean Station. The review was carried out to 
determine whether or not the draft EPR meets the expectations set forth in the ministry’s 
Guide: Ontario’s Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP) and the requirements set forth in 
Ontario Regulation 231/08 (O.Reg.231/08), Transit Projects and Greater Toronto 
Transportation Authority Undertakings (Transit Regulation). 

The ministry’s Environmental Assessment and Permissions Branch has prepared the following 
comments, pertaining to the below identified key sections of the draft EPR documentation, for 
consideration by the City of Ottawa (the City) when finalizing the EPR for submission to the 
ministry. 
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Environmental Assessment Process 

Section 8.2 entitled “Project Scope” provides the final description of the component for the 
proposed undertaking as approved by Ottawa City council. It is understood from the draft EPR 
that, the Project proposal will extend the Ottawa Confederation Line West from Moodie Station 
to Hazeldean Station. It is also our understanding, from your email dated May 15, 2018 that 
the City intends to follow the Transit Project Assessment Process of the Transit Regulation to 
fulfill the requirement of the Environmental Assessment Act. 

However, the executive summary, section 1 entitled “Introduction”, section 4 entitled “Existing 
Environmental Conditions” made references to Environmental Assessment throughout the 
EPR document, which from an Environmental Assessment Act perspective is an Individual 
Environmental Assessment. In order to avoid any confusing and allow the ministry to provide 
appropriate directions or comments, it is suggested that, the reference be changed to Transit 
Project Assessment Process (TPAP). 

In addition to the above comments, please refer to the following appendices for the comments 
for the ministries’ regional and district offices: 

Attachments: 


Appendix A: Ottawa District Office 

Appendix B: Eastern Region Technical Support, Surface Water 
Appendix C: Eastern Region Technical Support, Air 
Appendix D: Environmental Approvals Branch, Noise & Vibration 

Should you have any question or concern please feel free to contact me at (416) 314- 
7222 or by e-mail at Yves.Dagssie@Ontario.ca. 

Yours sincerely, 


Yves Dagssie, Special Project Officer 
Environmental Assessment and Permission Branch 
Ministry of the Environment Conservation and Parks 



Ministry of the 
Environment, 

Conservation and Parks 

Eastern Region 

Ottawa District Office 

2430 Don Reid Drive, Suite 103 

Ottawa ON K1H 1E1 

Phone: 613.521.3450 

or 800.860.2195 

Fax; 613,521.5437 


Ministere de I'Environnement, 
de la Protection de la nature 
et des Parcs 

Region de I'Est 

Bureau du district d'Ottawa 

2430, promenade Don Reid unite 103 

Ottawa (Ontario) K1H 1E1 

Tel: 613 521-3450 

ou 800 860-2195 

Telec: 613 521-5437 
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MEMORANDUM 

July 19, 2018 

To: Yves Dagssie 

Special Project Officer 

Environmental Assessment and Permission Branch 

From: Mike Heeringa 

Issues/Project Coordinator 
Ottawa District Office, Eastern Region 

Re: DRAFT Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning & Environmental Assessment 

Study. City of Ottawa - June 2018 _ 

The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) Ottawa District Office 
(District) has completed a review of "Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study, Environmental Project Report - DRAFT, prepared 
for City of Ottawa, prepared by Parsons and Morrison Hershfield, dated June 4,2018 
(‘Draft Kanata EPR’). 

The District notes that the project is a component of the City of Ottawa's planned 
primary rapid transit network. It is identified in the City’s Transportation Master Plan 
(TMP) as part of the Ultimate Rapid Transit Network, with implementation currently 
anticipated beyond the TMP’s 2031 horizon year. 

As such, the District has reviewed the Draft Kanata EPR with the assumption that future 
changes to existing environmental conditions and urban development along the corridor 
will need to be reflected in the final Kanata EPR before 2031. 

Existing Environmental Conditions 

With reference to Sections 4.5.1 Aquatic Environment, 4.5.2 Surface Water and 4.6.3 
Groundwater, the final Kanata EPR would benefit from more descriptive and 
comprehensive reviews of the surface water and groundwater environments within the 
study area and the preferred corridor. Appendix B(i) to the Draft Kanata EPR includes a 
draft report entitled, “Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment, Natural Environmental Existing Conditions Report', prepared by Parsons 
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(Parsons Report). The Parsons Report proposes to provide an understanding of the 
natural environment existing within the study area, including but not necessarily limited 
to, major surface water ecosystems and associated natural features. The Parsons 
Report provides a detailed account of surface water features however, does not provide 
an account of groundwater features. The Parsons Report mentions 2014 and 2015 
studies by the Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority (MVCA) and Rideau Valley 
Conservation Authority (RVCA), respectively, and 2017 subsurface water and 
hydrogeological information documented by Golder Associates Ltd,; the documents are 
not included in the Draft Kanata EPR. 

At minimum, surface water information referenced in the Parsons Report, and if 
appropriate, groundwater information available from Golder Associates Ltd., RVCA and 
MVCA should be presented in the final Kanata EPR report. 

While not specific to the MECP's current mandate, the District also notes in Draft 
Kanata EPR, Section 4.5.3 Fisheries, that the City of Ottawa has submitted a request to 
the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) concerning both non-sensitive 
spawning habitat and non-sensitive fish nursery habitats. The Draft Kanata EPR notes 
that a response from MNRF is expected to provide additional clarity to the habitat 
features documented in the preferred corridor. Section 4.5,5 Wildlife, makes a similar 
statement about an outstanding need for the City of Ottawa to identify significant wildlife 
habitat within the ultimate alignment corridor. 

Overall, the District is of the opinion that the final Kanata EPR should only be finalized 
after obtaining, reviewing and referencing all information necessary to thoroughly 
document existing environmental conditions, the location and status of specific habitats 
and any resulting mitigation measures that are required to proceed with the preferred 
alignment corridor. 

Development and Evaluation of Alternatives 

The District previously reviewed the City of Ottawa’s “Confederation Line West 
(Tunney’s Pasture Station to Bayshore and Baseline Stations) Final Environmental 
Project Report ”, dated September 2016 (“West Extension EPR"). The West Extension 
EPR included a robust and comprehensive account of all considerations given to the 
ultimate preferred corridor and transit station site selection. 

By comparison, the documented evaluation to support the Draft Kanata EPR is less 
comprehensive than the West Extension EPR. It is not clear to the District which criteria 
were used to determine the relative ranking of Natural Environmental Impacts in Table 
5-3, beyond the number of watercourse crossings and relative size of proximate natural 
habitat in each corridor evaluated. It is also unclear how the evaluation of the Natural 
Environment was completed across the corridor while, as noted above, several 
elements of the Existing Environmental Conditions are pending or unknown. 

The District recommends that the City of Ottawa elaborate on the evaluation 
methodologies referenced on pages 5-19 of the Draft Kanata EPR which “used a 
combination of quantitative, qualitative and comparative assessment to evaluate each 
criteria area ” 
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Light Maintenance and Storage Facility (LMSF) 


The District previously reviewed the City of Ottawa’s Moodie Light Rail Transit 
Extension Environmental Project Report, dated December 2017 (“Moodie EPR”). The 
Moodie EPR included a comprehensive account of short-iisted locations, proposed 
configurations and evaluations of alternatives for the siting of the Moodie LMSF. The 
Moodie EPR also notes in Section 6.3.2 that, “As an alternative to expansion (of the 
Moodie LMSF), the currently underway Kanata LRT is evaluating the potential for an 
additional facility to meet the needs of an extended LRT system to the west in Ottawa.” 

The Draft Kanata EPR does not appear to include a detailed evaluation of the 9 sites 
identified as potential locations for the LMSF serving the Kanata LRT. Instead, the Draft 
Kanata EPR makes a broad reference to “the same criteria applied to previous studies", 
namely the West Extension EPR and Moodie EPR. As a standalone document and to 
reflect commitments made in the Moodie EPR, the Draft Kanata EPR should elaborate 
on the criteria used for the evaluation and comparison of the 9 potential LMSF sites. 

The City should document the considerations given to each of the 9 proposed site 
designs, consequential impacts and associated mitigation measures which lead to the 
conclusion that the LMSF at Moodie Drive should ultimately be expanded to service the 
Kanata segment of the Light Rail Transit system. 

General 


While the Kanata LRT is currently planned for operation after 2031, the MECP Ottawa 
District Office anticipates that project-specific environmental compliance approvals and 
permits will be identified through ongoing project planning by the City of Ottawa and 
their contractors. The MECP’s regulatory requirements will continue to be assessed as 
they relate to the Kanata Light Rail Transit project and, where necessary, addressed by 
the Ottawa District Office during subsequent phases of the environmental assessment 
and approval processes. 

In the event you require additional clarification, please contact me directly at (613) 521- 
3450 extension 245. 



/Project Coordinator 
Jttawa District Office 


c: V. Mitchell, Eastern Region, MECP 

be: File: Kanata LRT project 
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P.O. Box 22032 
Kingston, Ontario 
K7M 8S5 

613/549-4000 or 1-800/267-0974 
Fax: 613/548-6908 


Ministry of the Environment 
and Climate Change 


Ministere de I'Environnement et de I’Action 
en matiere de changement climatique 


C.P. 22032 
Kingston (Ontario) 

K7M 8S5 

613/549-4000 ou 1-800/267-0974 
Fax: 613/548-6908 


C*' Ontario 


MEMORANDUM 


June 22, 2018 


TO: 


Vicki Mitchell 

Environmental Assessment Coordinator 
Eastern Region 


FROM: Mark Phillips 


Surface Water Specialist 
Technical Support Section 
Eastern Region 


RE: Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental 


RE: 


Project Report (DRAFT) 
City of Ottawa 
IDS#: 6011-AZHRUQ 


I have reviewed the draft EPR titled “Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Project Report” prepared by Parsons and Morrison Hershfield 
(June 4, 2018) for the City of Ottawa and have the following comments. 

Background 

The Kanata LRT study proposes to extend the Ottawa LRT project west to Kanata and 
south to Hazeldean. 

The preferred Plan was based on the preferred design alternatives identified in the 
EPR, and consists of the following major elements: 

1. 11 km of LRT alignment with 5.5 km at grade, 1.5 km below grade, and 4 km 
elevated above grade; 

2. Public washrooms at terminus and transfer stations; 

3. Pedestrian and cycling connectivity to surrounding communities; and, 

4. Four Park and Ride lots; 

Generally, the Kanata LRT follows the Hwy 417 Corridor. 

Comments 

The EPR identifies the Ottawa River as the ultimate receiver for stormwater runoff from 
the study area. The LRT study area includes the watershed of Poole Creek and 
Feedmill Creek (both tributaries of the Carp River), the Carp River, Stillwater Creek, and 
Watts Creek and Shirley’s Brook (tributaries of the Ottawa River). Some of these 
watercourses have been identified as supporting cold/cool water species/habitat. 
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THE EPR evaluates the potential risks to these surface water features from the 
proposed LRT project. Dewatering Management Plans, Erosion and Sediment Control 
Plans, Environmental Protection Plans, Spill Response and Action Plans, and 
stormwater management, are proposed as the major way of dealing with potential 
impacts. 

I note that very little details/guiding principals have been provided to guide future 
mitigation plans in the EPR. For example, Dewatering Management Plans should be, at 
a minimum, required for all excavations within areas identified as or suspected as 
having contaminated groundwater - a Permit to Take water may be required - and no 
contaminated groundwater shall be discharged to the environment; Erosion and 
Sediment Controls shall be utilized for all construction areas, particularly in areas which 
may impact a surface water receiver; stormwater management should provide an 
enhanced level of sediment removal and make use of a variety of lot level controls were 
appropriate. A guiding principal should be conformance to any existing rehabilitation 
plans and enhancement of aquatic ecosystems through quality (including maintenance 
of temperature regimes) and quantity controls. 

I have no further comments/concerns. If you have any questions regarding the above 
comments please contact me at (613) 540-6854. 

"Original Signed By" 

Mark Phillips 
MP/dv 

ec: Peter Taylor, Technical Support Manager, MOECC 

Greg Faaren, Water Resources Unit Supervisor, MOECC 
Tara MacDonald, Supervisor, Ottawa District, MOECC 
Groundwater Unit (B. Holland) 

c: SW OT OT 04 02 Ottawa Transit EAs 



Ministry of the 
Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 

Central Region 
5775 Yonge Street, 8 th Floor 
North York ON M2M 4J1 
Phone: 416.326.6700 
Fax: 416.325.6345 


Ministere de I'Environnement, 
de la Protection de la nature 
et des Parcs 

Region du Centre 
8e etage, 5775, rue Yonge 
North York ON M2M 4J1 
Tel : 416 326-6700 
Telec : 416 325-6345 
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July 4, 2018 

To: Ruth Orwin, APEP Supervisor, Eastern Region 

Paul Martin, APEP Supervisor, Central Region 

From: Amanda Graham, Air Quality Analyst, Central Region 

Subject: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Draft Environmental Project Report 

Draft Preliminary Existing Conditions Assessment - Air Quality, Noise, and 
Ground Vibrations, March 25, 2017 


The following memorandum summarizes Central Region Technical Support Section’s 
air quality comments pertaining to the Draft Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study and the Draft Preliminary Existing Conditions 
Assessment. The following comments are offered for your consideration. 

Environmental Project Report 

1. Section 4.2.8 should include the Canadian Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(CAAQS) for PM 2.5 and N0 2 in the list of applicable air quality standards and 
guidelines. 

2. Table 4-2 lists standards and guidelines for NO x . Please note that standards and 
guidelines are available for N0 2 only. 

Preliminary Existing Conditions Assessment - Air Quality, Noise, and Ground Vibrations 

1. Although the LRT will be electrified, a quantitative Air Quality Impact Assessment 
should be completed to assess emissions from all sources of vehicle traffic. 
Further, emissions should be assessed for the proposed park and ride lots, 
passenger pick-up and drop-off areas, bus terminal facilities, bus loops, 
maintenance facilities and any other sources of emissions associated with the 
LRT full build scenario. 

The Air Quality Impact Assessment should use dispersion modelling to provide a 
quantitative assessment of maximum predicted concentrations in the study area 
and at nearby sensitive receptors. Cumulative concentrations, whereby the 
maximum modelled concentrations are summed with the 90 th percentile 
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background concentrations, should also be determined for comparison against 
relevant standards and guidelines. Contaminants of concern should include 
benzo(a)pyrene in addition to those listed in the Preliminary Existing Conditions 
Assessment, and all averaging periods for which the contaminants of concern 
have a standard or guideline should be assessed. 

2. Section 4.1 should include the Canadian Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(CAAQS) for PM2.5 and N0 2 in the list of applicable air quality standards and 
guidelines. 

3. Tables 1 and 2 list standards and background concentrations for NO x . Please 
note that standards and guidelines are available for N0 2 only and therefore N0 2 
should be assessed for the study area and project impacts. 

4. This report should include benzo(a)pyrene as a contaminant of concern from 
transportation emissions. 

5. Table 2 should clarify the averaging period used for the background 
concentrations. Background concentrations should also be provided for all 
averaging periods for which a contaminant has a standard or guideline. 

6. During construction, please apply best management practices to mitigate any air 
quality impacts caused by construction dust. Please note that the ministry 
recommends that non-chloride dust suppressants be applied. 

For a comprehensive list of fugitive dust prevention and control measures, please 
refer to Cheminfo Services Inc. Best Practices for the Reduction of Air Emissions 
from Construction and Demolition Activities. Report prepared for Environment 
Canada. March 2005. 

http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf 


Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact Amanda 
Graham, Air Quality Analyst, at (416) 326-5745. 


Amanda Graham 

Air Quality Analyst 

Central Region, Technical Support 

Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 

Tel: 416-326-5745 
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Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 

Environmental Assessment and 
Permissions Branch 

135 St. Clair Avenue West 
1 st Floor 

Toronto ON M4V1P5 
Tel.: 416 314-8001 
Fax: 416 314-8452 


Ministere de I’Environnement, de la 
Protection de la nature et des Parcs 

Direction des evaluations et des 
permissions environnementales 

135, avenue St. Clair Ouest 
Rez-de-chaussee 
Toronto ON M4V1P5 
T61: 416 314-8001 
Telec. : 416 314-8452 


>> 
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July 20, 2018 

To: YvesDagssie 

Special Project Officer 

Environmental Approvals and Permissions Branch 

From: Header Merza 

Senior Noise Engineer 

Environmental Approvals and Permissions Branch 

Re: Noise and Vibration Review Comments 

Kanata Light Rail Transit 
City of Ottawa 
Noise File No.: E0025-18 


This office was requested to review the following documents: 

i. “Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study, 
Environmental Project Report, Draft” prepared by Parsons and Morrison Hershfield and 
dated June 4, 2018; 

ii. “Preliminary Existing Conditions Assessment, Air Quality, Noise, and Ground 
Vibrations, Kanata LRT, Ottawa, Ontario” prepared by Gradient Wind Engineering Inc. 
and dated March 15, 2017; and 

iii. “Air Quality, Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, Kanata LRT EA, Ottawa” 
prepared by Gradient Wind Engineering Inc. and dated March 7,2018. 

The Kanata LRT project is a proposed extension of the Confederation Line rail system from 
Moodie Drive to Kanata. The project also includes eight (8) new stations along the LRT line, as 
well as a Light Maintenance and Stage Facility (LMSF). 

The following are our noise and vibration comments: 

1. New Stations and LMSF: the noise impacts due to the eight (8) new stations (Hazeldean, 
Maple Grove, Palladium, Campeati, Didsbury, Terry Fox, Kanata Town Centre, and 
March /Eagleson Stations) and the LMSF (at Moodie Drive) were not addressed. These 
impacts pertain to mechanical equipment and noise producing operations at these new 
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stations. Noise emissions from existing comparable stations should have been used to 
model the noise impacts of these new stations. 

2. Selected Receptors: nine (9) receptors (1 to 9) were selected for noise assessment and 
four (4) receptors (VI to V4) were selected for vibration assessment. Additional receptors 
should have been selected for the noise and vibration assessments. For noise, additional 
receptors are required to represent the noise-sensitive properties on Helm Circle, Rowe 
Drive, McGibbon Drive, Bishops Mills Way and Birkendale Drive. For vibration, 
additional receptors are required to represent the vibration-sensitive properties on Gray 
Crescent and Birkendale Drive. 

3. Vacant Lots: no vacant lots were selected for noise and/or vibration assessment along the 
study corridor. If there are vacant lands that have approved site plans, approved 
condominium plans, and draft approved plans of subdivision, along the study corridor, 
then these lands are considered vacant lots and should be included as receptors in the 
noise and vibration assessments. 

4. Sound Level Calculations: the STAMSON sound level calculations included in 
Appendices A and B of the March 7, 2018 Noise and Vibration Report, included existing 
sound barriers with heights ranging from 2.5 metres to 6 metres above ground level. 
Figures should be included in the report to show the locations, lengths and heights of all 
the existing sound barriers. 

5. Construction Noise and Vibration: due to the close proximity and wide exposure of the 
houses located on Brigatine Avenue, Gallantry Way, Helm Circle, Gray Crescent, 

Bishops Mills Way and Birkendale Drive, to the proposed Kanata LRT corridor, noise 
and vibration due to construction activities may adversely impact these houses. 

Therefore, it is prudent that noise and vibration monitoring be conducted at these houses 
during the construction stage. Figures should be included in the report to show the 
numbers and locations of the affected houses. 

We trust the above noise and vibration review comments would be of assistance to you. 

If you have any questions, please contact Header Merza at (416)327-6575. 



Senior Noise Engineer 



wLmM, 


Ian Greason, P.Eng. , 
Director 


2069(2011/10) 









appointed for the purposes of Part II. 1 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 


2069(2011/10) 


Ministry of the 
Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 

Central Region 
5775 Yonge Street, 8 th Floor 
North York ON M2M 4J1 
Phone: 416.326.6700 
Fax: 416.325.6345 


Ministere de I'Environnement, 
de la Protection de la nature 
et des Parcs 

Region du Centre 
8e etage, 5775, rue Yonge 
North York ON M2M 4J1 
Tel : 416 326-6700 
Telec : 416 325-6345 
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August 27, 2018 

To: Yves Dagssie, Special Project Officer 

Ruth Orwin, APEP Supervisor, Eastern Region 
Paul Martin, APEP Supervisor, Central Region 

From: Amanda Graham, Air Quality Analyst, Central Region 

Subject: Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Draft Environmental Project Report 

Air Quality, Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, March 7, 2018 


The following memorandum summarizes Central Region Technical Support Section’s 
air quality comments pertaining to the Draft Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study, Air Quality, Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment. 

1. Since the Kanata Light Rail Transit Project (the Project) will consist of an electric 
train, transportation emissions from the Project will include those from diesel 
busses and vehicle traffic in the parking lots and pick-up/drop-off areas that will 
service the new stations. The Air Quality, Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment states that “air emissions from the light maintenance and storage 
facility, as well as from expanded operations at the terminal stations, will be 
assessed and controlled during the detailed design and project implementation 
phases of the project in accordance to MECP and City of Ottawa requirements”. 

Although the implementation of an electrified LRT will have an overall positive 
influence on air quality, other Project related transportation emissions will have 
an impact on local air quality. The potential for local air quality impacts where 
diesel and/or substantial vehicle traffic may impact current or future nearby 
sensitive receptors at the proposed stations were not assessed in the EA. In 
particular, March Station will include a bus terminal facility that will be 
approximately 150 m from existing residences (Section 8.1.1 of the EPR). 

Therefore, it is recommended to assess air quality impacts at March Station 
during the EA stage, or provide sufficient justification as to why an assessment is 
not required at this time. 

Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact Amanda 
Graham, Air Quality Analyst, at (416) 326-5745. 
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Amanda Graham 

Air Quality Analyst 

Central Region, Technical Support 

Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 

Tel: 416-326-5745 
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MTO 



From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Vanderlaan, Frank (MTO) 

Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Tavlcr. Angela: Hopper. David: Croft. Paul: Kelly Roberts: Lindensmith. Dave (MTO): Green. Kate (MTO): Tav. Louis (MTO) 

RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 
Tuesday, July 17, 2018 2:06:33 PM 


Hi Stephen, 

Please note the following in response to the draft Kanata LRT EPR. 

Items to Note (most or all are detail design oriented: 

1. In several locations, LRT tracks will be very close to Hwy 417 or 417 ramps (eg plate 10, E-NS ramp at Terry Fox; Plate 12 E-NS ramp 
at Castlefrank; Plate 14, E-NS ramp at Eagleson, others). Separation of LRT and Hwy will be particularly important at these locations 
(eg need for walls or anti-glare measures to address oncoming lights "on the wrong side" of the driver). 

2. Plate 6, elevated crossing of Hwy 417 - standard detail design issues only 

3. Plate 9, Didsbury Station - it should be clarified if there is a property acquisition required from the north side of the MTO Patrol 
Yard. It doesn't appear that the Patrol Yard property would be significantly affected. 

4. Grade difference between LRT and Terry Fox E-NS will require retaining wall and roadside protection (possibly to a higher than 
normal standard) for the ramp, given proximity of tracks to ramp edge 

5. Existing Terry Fox Station will be expanded southerly toward Hwy 417 WB (existing bus platforms remain and new LRT platforms 
constructed south of that. LRT platforms will be close to the edge of WB off-ramp, therefore need to consider appropriate separation 
measures during detail design. 

6. Plate 15, March Station. Preliminary horizontal and vertical alignment for S-W ramp (including revision and retained portion) should 
be provided. What is the reason for shifting the horizontal alignment of the ramp closer to Eagleson Road and introducing a short 
tangent section on the ramp? A short tangent such as that shown is undesirable 

The Eagleson S-W ramp is the only ramp for which a modification is shown. It should be confirmed that the alignments of the existing 
417 ramps within the study area are proposed to remain as is. 

7. Plate 15. To clarify, does the proposed bus loop encroach on the freeway right-of-way, or only the property that is owned by MTO 
but not designated as CAH. 

8. Text of EPR (Sec 8.1.1 Fig 8-2) notes a series of MUPs linking the LRT (north side) with the Eagleson Park and Ride Lots (south side, 
east and west of Eagleson). The EPR states that crossings of Hwy 417 will be by ped bridge, but we should note to the City that all 
MUPs within the CAH designation will be required to be grade separated. 

Please let us know if you require any additional information/clarification. 


Regards, 

Frank 


From: Fitzpatrick, Stephen [mailto:Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com] 

Sent: July-17-18 12:46 PM 

To: Fitzpatrick, Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com> 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com>; Kelly 
Roberts <KRoberts@ morrisonhershfield.com> 

Subject: RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 


Good Afternoon, 


This is a follow-up email to the draft Kanata LRT EPR, as circulated below on June 4. We are requesting that should you have any comments 
on the draft EPR that you provide them by Friday, July 27. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 


Thank you, 





Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry 



Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry 


Kemptville District 


Ministere des Richesses 
naturelles et des Forets 


District de Kemptville 


I*> 

Ontario 


10-1 Campus Drive 
Kemptville ON KOG 1 JO 


10-1 promenade Campus 
Kemptville ON KOG 1 JO 
Tel.: 613 258-8204 
Telec.: 613 258-3920 


Tel.: 613 258-8204 
Fax: 613 258-3920 


July 27, 2018 

Kelly Roberts 
Environmental Planner 
Morrison Hershfield 
2440 Don Reid Drive 
Ottawa, ON K1H 1 El 

Subject: Review of Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 


Assessment Study Draft Environmental Project Report 


Dear Kelly Roberts: 

Thank you for circulating for review the draft Environmental Project Report (EPR) for the 
Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Study which was prepared by 
Parsons and Morrison Hershfield and dated June 4, 2018. Jane Devlin, Management 
Biologist, completed a review of the EPR and is satisfied that potential impacts to species 
at risk have been adequately addressed. 

If there are any questions or issues that arise regarding species at risk, or other natural 
heritage features, as the project proceeds then please contact this office and we will work 
with you to resolve them. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comment. 


Sincerely, 



Mary Dillon 
District Planner 
613-258-8470 


c: 


Jane Devlin, Management Biologist 


In order for us to serve you better, please call ahead to make an appointment with our staff. 
Afin de mieux vous servir, s. v.p. veuillez contacter notre personnel pour prendre un rendez-vous. 


Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport 



Ministry of Tourism, Ministere du Tourisme, 

Culture and Sport de la Culture et du Sport 


Culture Services Unit 
Programs and Services Branch 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON M7A 0A7 
Tel: 416 314 7182 

Fax: 416 212 1802 


Unite des services culturels 

Direction des programmes et des services 

401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 

Toronto ON M7A 0A7 

Tel: 416 314 7182 

Telec: 416 212 1802 
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June 29, 2018 (EMAIL ONLY) 

Stephen Fitzpatrick, Associate Environmental Planner 
Parsons 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100 
Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 
E: stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com 


RE: 


MTCS file #: 
Proponent: 
Subject: 
Location: 


0006612 
City of Ottawa 

Kanata LRT Extension - Draft Environmental Project Report 
Ottawa, Ontario _ 


Dear Stephen Fitzpatrick: 


Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Draft Environmental 
Project Report for your project. MTCS’s interest in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving 
Ontario’s cultural heritage, which includes: 

• Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine; 

• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and, 

• Cultural heritage landscapes. 

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on cultural 
heritage resources. 

Project Summary 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) study to extend Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. 


MTCS has reviewed the Draft Environmental Project Report in addition to the Draft Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report (Appendix B of the EPR) and have the following comments: 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study - Draft Environmental 
Project Report, prepared by Parsons and Morrison Hershfield, dated June 4, 2018 

1. We note that a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment has been completed for the study area 
recommending Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment be undertaken for a number of specific sites 
within the study area. This assessment should be completed as early in the Detail Design phase 
as possible as its results may impact project design. 

2. 4.2.7 (Landscape Character) of the EPR should be combined into Section 4.2.6 (Cultural Heritage 
Resources) or included as a subsection, as the landscape character of the area may be considered 
a cultural heritage resource. 

3. Section 5.3 should be revised to include a separate cultural heritage impact criteria category added 
to the Analysis Criteria for choosing the preferred corridor given that cultural heritage is a matter of 
provincial importance. 



4. Section 7.1.2 of the EPR is primarily informed by the Cultural Heritage Overview Report prepared 
by Golder Associates. As such, a number of revisions are recommended to the CHOR below to 
ensure that a fulsome review of the cultural heritage resources within the study area are identified 
and evaluated, that the impacts of the project to these resources are properly considered and 
appropriate mitigation measures proposed. Therefore, where MTCS has recommendations for 
revisions to the CHOR report, these revisions should be reflected within the EPR. 

5. Section 9.7 (Impact Assessment - Cultural Heritage Resources) should be revised following the 
recommended revisions to the CHOR. In addition, the Landscape Character section should make 
specific reference to the applicable recommendations of the Cultural Heritage Resources 
recommendations above where applicable. Specifically, the Landscape Character section 
recommends a Landscape Plan be completed during detail design - it should be clear that the 
recommendations of the CHOR are integrated into this Plan. 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study, Bayshore Station to 
Hazeldean Road - Cultural Heritage Overview Report, prepared by Golder Associates Ltd., dated 
February 9, 2018 

1. To properly address the intent of the report, and to inform the EPR and expectations of the EA 
process in addressing cultural heritage resources, the report should be revised to include the 
following: 

o A description of the cultural component of the local environmental conditions; 

o Identification of known and potential cultural heritage resources (built heritage and cultural 
heritage landscapes): 

■ Step 1 - screen for presence of potential built heritage and cultural heritage 
landscape, using Criteria for Evaluating. Potential for Buijt Heritage Resources and 
Cultural Heritage Landscapes as basis. 

■ Step 2: evaluate (if potential resource is present): there may be a need to do further 
background historical research in order to support the application of provincial 
criteria to determine cultural heritage value or interest (Ontario Regulation 9/06 
and 10/06). 

o Identify and assess potential impacts; 

o Describe proposed mitigation measures for any negative impacts; 

o Engage community; 

o Include clear commitments for future work (implementation and monitoring). 

2. Summary of Community Engagement should be provided within the report identifying the groups 
and individuals who were consulted, how and when community engagement was undertaken, the 
results of the engagement, including responses, comments, or concerns, and how those responses 
were considered. 

3. Section 2.0 should be expanded to provide a detailed summary of the methodology utilized in the 
CHOR for both the preliminary identification and, then, further evaluation, including research 
undertaken and how properties were evaluated for cultural heritage value. Additionally, it is not 
clear how the study area boundaries have been determined. 

4. Section 5.2 should summarize all potential cultural heritage resources within the study area. These 
properties should then be evaluated to determine whether they have cultural heritage value or 
interest. This should specify how potential cultural heritage resources were identified and how 
cultural heritage resources were either screened in for further consideration and evaluation or 
screened out from further evaluation. This section should also consider additional potential cultural 
heritage landscapes within the study area. 

5. Each potential cultural heritage resource should be evaluated separately. Additionally, to properly 
apply the criteria of Ontario Regulation 9/06, the following steps should be undertaken. Research 
the property’s history and cultural associations, and a physical site analysis, including a summary 
of the community context, historical research and site analysis. Within the context of the heritage 
of the community, the findings of the historical research and site analysis are used to evaluate the 




property for Design/Physical Value, Historical/Associative Value and Contextual Value in 
accordance with Ontario Regulation 9/06. If the property is determined to meet the Criteria of O. 
Reg. 9/06, then prepare a statement of cultural heritage value or interest and a description of the 
heritage attributes (physical features or) of the property that support that cultural heritage value or 
interest. If a property is owned and/or managed by a provincial ministry or PPB, then apply O. Reg. 
10/06 - see comments above about the Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial 
Heritage Properties (under Part 111.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act). 

6. Should any additional cultural heritage resources be identified as meeting the criteria of Ontario 
Regulation 9/06, a Statement of Cultural Heritage Value should be prepared. The impacts and 
conservation methods should subsequently be discussed in Section 6 of the report. This section 
should specifically reference the heritage attributes identified within the associated Statement of 
Cultural Heritage Value, how the project will affect them, and what measures are proposed to 
mitigate these impacts. 


Sincerely, 

Jeff Elkow 
Heritage Planner 
Jeff. Elkow@Ontario.ca 

Copied to: Angela Taylor, Project Manager 

City of Ottawa 


It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or 
file is accurate. MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists, 
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm, 
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are 
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent. 

Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources 
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the 
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 

If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation 
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated 
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which 
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 



Ontario Provincial Police 



From: Osburn, Nick (OPP) 

To: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Cc: Poole. Denver W. (OPP) : Pardv. Carson (OPP) : Wheeler. Bob (OPP) : Maukonen. Shervl (OPP) : Sills. Daniel (OPP) : 

Tavlor. Angela 

Subject: RE: Notice of Transportation Committee Meeting - Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Date: Friday, J uly 27, 2018 12:04:27 PM 


Afternoon Stephen, 

OPP has had a chance to review the LRT planning study and we have some concerns that relate 
specifically to our existing detachment located at 1921 Provincial Police Lane. 

When reviewing the plans, it appears that the proposed passenger drop off and pickup area will 
have an impact on the amount of traffic along our access and egress route. Exiting the property in a 
hurry to attend an incident may become difficult for our cruisers due to increased congestion along 
the shared roadway. We are mandated to respond to calls for service in an efficient and timely 
manner. The proposed modifications may have a dramatic impact to our ability to perform these 
functions. 

With increased traffic along Provincial Police Lane, we may also encounter public vehicles 
attempting to park in our parking lot area while they are waiting for pick-ups and drop offs. This 
would be especially concerning during peak times. 

Pending further internal reviews, there are possible future plans for the incorporation of a Collision 
Reporting Centre (CRC) at this OPP Location. If approved, the plans would include a reconfiguration 
of our property entrance and parking areas in order to accommodate members of the public who 
need to report vehicular accidents. There will also be areas incorporated into this plan for tow 
trucks that would bring damaged vehicles in for inspection. Increased traffic and congestion will also 
have an impact on the tow trucks ability to manoeuver in and out of our property. There may be 
multiple tow trucks at any given time. 

We understand that potential plans for a future CRC will create increased congestion and a traffic. 
Should it be approved, we would conduct a traffic study for the CRC as part of this added function. 
The future proposed LRT will add further complexity to this and we are concerned that the added 
traffic will render our road entrance and proposed CRC parking area unusable. 

It has been noted by our detachment that the security of our existing parking area ,(as it exists now), 
has been a point of contention for some time and this is with minimal traffic in the area. The LRT 
terminal will bring unwarranted and unwanted traffic into the lot. The need for some controlled 
access will need to be explored. In our experience, signage has a very limited effect in controlling 
unwanted access. 

To deal with the increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic impact on the response to calls, the 
detachment has requested that a ramp be provided from our parking lot directly to Eagleson Road. 
This direct access to Eagleson would give access to E/B and W/B 417. This would improve response 
time and increase safety for everyone in the area. 










OPP is required to conduct security assessments on all of our properties. These assessments take 
into consideration crime prevention through environmental design criteria, along with an 
assessment of public through-flow and the potential impacts this may cause. A security assessment 
would need to be conducted to evaluate the inclusion of an LRT terminal. We will require more data 
on the expected increased traffic etc before this can be conducted. 

We hope these concerns will be taken into consideration prior to the approval of any modification to 
our site and the areas surrounding our property. 

Please feel free to contact me if you wish to discuss our concerns further. 

Kindest regards, 

Nick Osburn 

Nick Osburn - B.A., FMA, C.Tech (Eng.) 

Facilities Management Consultant - East Region 
Ontario Provincial Police - Facilities Section 
T: 705.329.7667 C: 705.238.2192 


From: Fitzpatrick, Stephen [mailto:Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com] 

Sent: 19-Apr-18 1:59 PM 
To: Fitzpatrick, Stephen 
Cc: Taylor, Angela 

Subject: Notice of Transportation Committee Meeting - Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study 

Good Afternoon, 


Thank you for your participation in the Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study as 
a member of a Consultation Group. 

The Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study Recommendations are being 
presented at Transportation Committee on Wednesday May 2, 2018 at 9:30 am, in the Champlain 
Room at City Flail, 110 Laurier Avenue West. The Committee's recommendation will then be 
reviewed by City Council on May 9. 

The report will be available for viewing and downloading on Wednesday April 25, 2018 at the 
following link: http://app05.ottawa.ca/sirepub/agendaminutes/index en.aspxfapp05.Ottawa.cal 

*Sent on behalf of Angela Taylor , Senior Project Engineer, City of Ottawa* * 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 




Responses to Agency and Public Comments Received 



Comments on Kanata LRT 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

MECP 

Yves 

Dagssie 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

However, the executive summary, section 1 entitled 
"Introduction", section 4 entitled "Existing 
Environmental Conditions" made references to 
Environmental Assessment throughout the EPR 
document, which from an Environmental Assessment 
Act perspective is an Individual Environmental 
Assessment. In order to avoid any confusing and allow 
the ministry to provide appropriate directions or 
comments, it is suggested that, the reference be 
changed to Transit Project Assessment Process 
(TPAP). 

MECP 

Mike 

Heeringa 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

With reference to Sections 4.5.1 Aquatic 

Environment, 4.5.2 Surface Water and 4.6.3 
Groundwater, the final Kanata EPR would benefit 
from more descriptive and comprehensive reviews of 
the surface water and groundwater environments 
within the study area and the preferred corridor. 

The Parsons Report provides a detailed account of 
surface water features however, does not provide an 
account of groundwater features. At minimum, 
surface water information referenced in the Parsons 
Report, and if appropriate, groundwater information 
available from Golder Associates Ltd., RVCA and 

MVCA should be presented in the final Kanata EPR 
report 


and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

References have been updated to refer to the Transit Project 
Assessment Process. 

Y 

Executive 

summary. 

Sections 1 and 

4. 


Section 4.5.1 - Aquatic Environment provides an overview of 
aquatic features within the study area. It describes 
watersheds, conservation authority areas and the Carp River 
System. 

Sections 4.5.2, and 4.6.3 have been expanded upon to include 
information contained in the supporting appendices. 

Section 4.5.2 advised to Please see Appendix B: Supporting 
Reports for the detailed Natural Environment Existing 
Conditions Report. 

Text relating to the five watercourse features and associated 
drains were identified within the Kanata LRT study area are 
included in Section 4.5.2 as well as a statement related to the 
absence of provincially significant wetlands within the study 

area. 

Section 4.6.3 of the EPR notes that a description of subsurface 
water and hydrogeological conditions was developed by 

Golder Associates through desktop review and local 
knowledge gained from past studies. The findings of Golder 
are outlined within this section, and contained in detail in 
Appendix B: Supporting Reports. Details include groundwater 
levels and conditions within the study area at various 
locations. 

Y 

Sections, 

4.5.2, and 

4.6.3 






Comments on Kanata LRT EP 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

MECP 

Mike 

Heeringa 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

The District also notes in Draft Kanata EPR, Section 

4.5.3 Fisheries, that the City of Ottawa has submitted 
a request to the Ministry of Natural Resources and 
Forestry (MNRF) concerning both non-sensitive 
spawning habitat and non-sensitive fish nursery 
habitats. The Draft Kanata EPR notes that a response 
from MNRF is expected to provide additional clarity to 
the habitat features documented in the preferred 
corridor. Section 4.5.5 Wildlife, makes a similar 
statement about an outstanding need for the City of 
Ottawa to identify significant wildlife habitat within 
the ultimate alignment corridor. 




Overall the District is of the opinion that the final 
Kanata EPR should only be finalized after obtaining, 
reviewing and referencing all information necessary 
to thoroughly document existing environmental 
conditions, the location and status of specific habitats 
and any resulting mitigation measures that are 
required to proceed with the preferred alignment 
corridor. 

MECP 

Mike 

Heeringa 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

The documented evaluation to support the Draft 

Kanata EPR is less comprehensive than the West 
Extension EPR. It is not clear to the District which 
criteria were used to determine the relative ranking of 
Natural Environmental Impacts in Table 5-3, beyond 
the number of watercourse crossings and relative size 
of proximate natural habitat in each corridor 
evaluated. It is also unclear how the evaluation of the 
Natural Environment was completed across the 
corridor while, as noted above, several elements of 
the Existing Environmental Conditions are pending or 
unknown. The District recommends that the City of 
Ottawa elaborate on the evaluation methodologies 
referenced on pages 5-19 of the Draft Kanata EPR 
which "used a combination of quantitative, qualitative 
and comparative assessment to evaluate each criteria 


area. 


and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

Section 4.5.5 has been updated to include more findings from 
the natural environment overview report. 

The study team requested a refinement of natural 
environment information originally provided by the MNRF 
based on the preferred alternative. MNRF indicated that this 
would not yield any new information from the initial data 
request (See Attached). Reference to this additional request 
has been removed. 

Further, MNRF has provided comment indicating that SAR 
and significant habitat have been adequately addressed in 

the EPR (See Attached). All information has been obtained and 
reviewed to document potential impacts, and to determine 
mitigation. 

SEE ATTACHED (to be included in the EPR Appendices) 

Y 

Natural 

Environment 

Reporting 


The Evaluation for the corridors was done at a high level as a 
screening tool. The routes were evaluated against the 
identified existing conditions. Details regarding the 
quantitative, qualitative and comparative assessment 
measurements are contained in Table 5-1. 

As noted in Table 5-3 quantitative evaluation included the 
number of watercourse crossings, and area of natural habitat 
(natural heritage) within 120 m of the alternative route 
(hectares). Qualitatively, an overall statement related to the 
Degree of impact that the corridor would have on continuity, 
connectivity and wildlife linkages was made and evaluated. 

Quantitative assessments utilized GIS, while qualitative 
assessments relied on the experience and expertise of study 
team experts. 

Y 

Section 5.3 - 
following 

Table 5-1 






Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 





It is noted above that all elements of the Existing 

Environmental Conditions were evaluated, as appropriate 
information was sought from and provided by the MNRF. 




MECP 

Mike 

Heeringa 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

The Draft Kanata EPR does not appear to include a 
detailed evaluation of the 9 sites identified as 
potential locations for the LMSF serving the Kanata 

LRT. Instead, the Draft Kanata EPR makes a broad 
reference to "the same criteria applied to previous 
studies", namely the West E tension EPR and Moodie 
EPR. As a standalone document and to reflect 
commitments made in the Moodie EPR, the Draft 
Kanata EPR should elaborate on the criteria used for 
the evaluation and comparison of the 9 potential 

LMSF sites. 

The KLRT used the same criteria for the purposes of 
consistency in the prior selection of LMSF sites done for the 
Moodie LMSF. Text within Section 6.3.2 - LMSF Evaluation, 
notes that "Some of the criteria used in the previous 
evaluations were not used as they did not differentiate 
between the Kanata LRT LMSF alternatives due to different 
existing conditions (i.e., geological faults are not present in the 
study area). The criteria and indicators/measurements are 
contained in Table 6-5." 

The City has documented consideration given to the 9 
proposed site designs, including potential impacts in Table 6-6. 
Based on this consideration, the LMSF at Moodie Drive was 
identified as the preferred location. 

N 

NA 





The City should document the considerations given to 
each of the 9 proposed site designs, consequential 
impacts and associated mitigation measures which 
lead to the conclusion that the LMSF at Moodie Drive 
should ultimately be expanded to service the Kanata 
segment of the Light Rail Transit system. 

Section 8.1.8 includes greater detail on the Moodie Drive LMSF 
including an overview, scope, and related to construction and 
operation. 

Section 9 is the Assessment and Evaluation of Impacts of the 
Recommended Plan, including the LMSF at Moodie. Refer to 
Table 9-3 (note that the 2 nd and 3 rd columns indicate the 
project activity and location and make specific reference to 
the expanded LMSF where appropriate). 




MECP 

Mike 

Heeringa 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

While the Kanata LRT is currently planned for 
operation after 2031, the MECP Ottawa District Office 
anticipates that project-specific environmental 
compliance approvals and permits will be identified 
through ongoing project planning by the City of 

Ottawa and their contractors. 

Noted. Section 10.3.2 indicates that ECA(s) may be required 
from the MECP for infrastructure moving forward. 

N 

NA 





Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MECP 

Mark 

Phillips 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

1 note that very little details/guiding principals have 
been provided to guide future mitigation plans in the 
EPR. For example. Dewatering Management Plans 
should be, at a minimum, required for all excavations 
within areas identified as or suspected as having 
contaminated groundwater - a Permit to Take water 
may be required - and no contaminated groundwater 
shall be discharged to the environment; Erosion and 
Sediment Controls shall be utilized for all construction 
areas, particularly in areas which may impact a 
surface water receiver; stormwater management 
should provide an enhanced level of sediment 
removal and make use of a variety of lot level controls 
were appropriate. A guiding principal should be 
conformance to any existing rehabilitation plans and 
enhancement of aquatic ecosystems through quality 
(including maintenance of temperature regimes) and 
quantity controls. 

The level of detail/guiding principles for future mitigation 
plans is typical of the EA level, and is considered appropriate. 

Please refer to Section 9.3 - Built In Mitigation Measures 
which details the requirement for a Dewatering 

Management Plan, Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, 

Environmental Protection Plan. 

Dewatering Management Plan updated as follows: 

• ADDED: At a minimum, a Dewatering Management 

Plan must be in place for excavations within areas 
identified as or suspected as having contaminated 
groundwater. 

MODIFIED: "No contaminated water is permitted 
within any watercourse. No contaminated 
groundwater shall be discharged to the environment." 

• Table 9-3 includes a section for Groundwater which notes 

that additional studies may be required; PTTW may be 
required; All water to be removed from excavations shall 
be treated prior to disposal; Discharge in accordance with 
laws, regulations and by-laws; and Contractor to develop 
Wastewater Management Plan. 

Table 9-3 includes a section specifically for Contaminated 

and Hazardous Materials which notes that: If contaminated 

materials or contaminated groundwater are encountered 
within the construction limits, these are to be removed and 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable Federal and 
Provincial Acts and Regulations. Treatment and discharge 
of contaminated groundwater is also to be in accordance 
with applicable legislation and regulations, and municipal 
by-laws. 

• ADDED to Table 9-3 Contaminated and Hazardous 

Materials "No contaminated groundwater shall be 
discharged to the environment" 

Table 9-3 includes the requirement for an Erosion and 
Sediment Control Plan and specifically lists: 

Silt/construction fencing surrounding work zones adjacent 
to watercourses to limit the area of disturbance. 

Y 

Section 9.3.3 

and Table 9-3 















Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 





• ADDED details to Dewatering Management Plan; 

Management of Contaminated Materials and Stormwater 
Management BMPs added consistent with other LRT 
projects. 




MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

1. Section 4.2.8 should include the Canadian Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for PM2.5 and N02 in 
the list of applicable air quality standards and 
guidelines. 

These have been added. 

Y 

Section 4.2.7 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

2. Table 4-2 lists standards and guidelines for NOx. 
Please note that standards and guidelines are 
available for N02 only. 

Noted. This has been clarified in the revised Table 4-2. 

Y 

Section 4.2.7 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

1. Although the LRT will be electrified, a quantitative 

Air Quality Impact Assessment should be completed 
to assess emissions from all sources of vehicle traffic. 
Further, emissions should be assessed for the 
proposed park and ride lots, passenger pick-up and 
drop-off areas, bus terminal facilities, bus loops, 
maintenance facilities and any other sources of 
emissions associated with the LRT full build scenario. 

The Air Quality Impact Assessment should use 
dispersion modelling to provide a quantitative 
assessment of maximum predicted concentrations in 
the study area and at nearby sensitive receptors. 
Cumulative concentrations, whereby the maximum 
modelled concentrations are summed with the 90th 
percentile background concentrations, should also be 
determined for comparison against relevant 
standards and guidelines. Contaminants of concern 
should include benzo(a)pyrene in addition to those 
listed in the Preliminary Existing Conditions 

Assessment, and all averaging periods for which the 

RESOLVED: As indicated in the meeting notes from October 

18, 2018, Ross Kircher outlined previous air quality comments 
provided to the Kanata LRT study team and indicated he is 
satisfied with proposed response. The understanding is that 
implementation of electric LRT will improve overall air quality 

and commitment to undertake more detailed assessment at 

future design stages is acceptable. Future commitment is to 
review MECP requirements for detailed air quality at the time 
of detailed design. 

N 

NA 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 















Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 




contaminants of concern have a standard or guideline 
should be assessed. 





MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

2. Section 4.1 should include the Canadian Ambient 

Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for PM2.5 and N02 in 
the list of applicable air quality standards and 
guidelines. 

This has been added to the report. 

Y 

Section 4.1 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

3. Tables 1 and 2 list standards and background 
concentrations for NOx. Please note that standards 
and guidelines are available for N02 only and 
therefore N02 should be assessed for the study area 
and project impacts. 

Table 1 footnote indicates that AAQC listed for NOx is based 
on N02. The reported vehicle emissions from MOVES are for 
NOx and include both NO and N02. It is assumed all NO is 

converted over to N02. Furthermore the industrial standards 
in 0. Reg 419 list a standard for NOx . Clarification added to 
footnote for Table 1. 

Y 

Tables 1 and 2 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

4. This report should include benzo(a)pyrene as a 
contaminant of concern from transportation 
emissions. 

This has been added to the report. 

Y 

Tables 1 and 2 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

5. Table 2 should clarify the averaging period used for 
the background concentrations. Background 
concentrations should also be provided for all 
averaging periods for which a contaminant has a 
standard or guideline. 

Use of 90% background concentrations has been a standard 
practice for ambient air quality studies. This relates to a one- 
hour concentration period. Other averaging periods using the 
conversion factors listed in ADMGO have been added to the 

report. 

Y 

Table 2 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Amanda 

Graham 

GWE - Existing 
Conditions 

Assessment 

6. During construction, please apply best 
management practices to mitigate any air quality 
impacts caused by construction dust. Please note that 
the ministry recommends that non-chloride dust 
suppressants be applied. 

Details pertaining to construction impacts are provided in the 
environmental assessment reportThe following text is included 
in the Existing Conditions Assessment: "This information will 
later be used to evaluate the impacts of various future 
alternative solutions and designs. GWE will conduct a more 
detailed assessment of existing and future conditions following 
the release of a short list of selected options.” 

N 

N 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 




Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MECP 

Header 

Merza 

GWE - Impact 

Assessment 

1. New Stations and LMSF: the noise impacts due to 
the eight (8) new stations (Hazeldean, Maple Grove, 
Palladium, Campeau, Didsbury, Terry Fox, Kanata 

Town Centre, and March /Eagleson Stations) and the 
LMSF (at Moodie Drive) were not addressed. These 
impacts pertain to mechanical equipment and noise 
producing operations at these new stations. Noise 
emissions from existing comparable stations should 
have been used to model the noise impacts of these 
new stations. 

ADDED: Impacts from stations and the LMSF are discussed in 
Section 5.2.2, and have been deemed as insignificant due to 
setback distance and the nature of the platforms, which have 
been found in past projects to contain no significant noise 

sources. 

Y 

Section 5.2 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Header 

Merza 

GWE - Impact 

Assessment 

2. Selected Receptors: nine (9) receptors (1 to 9) were 
selected for noise assessment and four (4) receptors 
(VI to V4) were selected for vibration assessment. 
Additional receptors should have been selected for 
the noise and vibration assessments. For noise, 
additional receptors are required to represent the 
noise-sensitive properties on Helm Circle, Rowe Drive, 
McGibbon Drive, Bishops Mills Way and Birkendale 
Drive. For vibration, additional receptors are required 
to represent the vibration-sensitive properties on 

Gray Crescent and Birkendale Drive. 

Proposed additional receptors are located in areas where 
nearby receptors with equal setback distance and exposure to 
the LRT indicate impacts from the LRT are insignificant. The 
addition of these receptors would therefore be redundant. 
Residences on Rowe Drive and McGibbon Drive are 100 m 
from the proposed alignment on the opposite side of the 
highway, similar to R6. Bishops Mills and Birkeland Drive 
represented by R8, have been included as an additional 
receptor on Birkeland Drive. 

ADDED: Table 4 and appropriate figures include 78 Birkeland 
Drive 

Y 

Table 4/ 

Figures 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Header 

Merza 

GWE - Impact 
Assessment 

3. Vacant Lots: no vacant lots were selected for noise 
and/or vibration assessment along the study corridor. 

If there are vacant lands that have approved site 
plans, approved condominium plans, and draft 
approved plans of subdivision, along the study 
corridor, then these lands are considered vacant lots 
and should be included as receptors in the noise and 
vibration assessments. 

ADDED: Receptors added for vacant lots for which the City of 
Ottawa has approved plan of subdivision. 

Y 

Table 4/ 

Figures 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Header 

Merza 

GWE - Impact 

Assessment 

4. Sound Level Calculations: the STAMSON sound level 
calculations included in Appendices A and B of the 
March 7, 2018 Noise and Vibration Report, included 
existing sound barriers with heights ranging from 2.5 
metres to 6 metres above ground level. Figures should 
be included in the report to show the locations, 
lengths and heights of all the existing sound barriers. 

Existing noise barriers are now shown and identified with 
heights, as appropriate in Figures 2 through 8. In some cases, 
adjacent buildings are considered as noise barriers. 

Y 

Figure 2-8 as 
appropriate 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 




Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MECP 

Header 

Merza 

GWE - Impact 

Assessment 

5. Construction Noise and Vibration: due to the close 
proximity and wide exposure of the houses located on 
Brigatine Avenue, Gallantry Way, Helm Circle, Gray 
Crescent, • Bishops Mills Way and Birkendale Drive, to 
the proposed Kanata LRT corridor, noise and 
vibration due to construction activities may 
adversely impact these houses. Therefore, it is 
prudent that noise and vibration monitoring be 
conducted at these hol,lses during the construction 
stage. Figures should be included in the report to 
show the numbers and locations of the affected 

houses. 

This has been added to the report. 

Y 

Figures 

Ross Kircher, October 18, 2018 
as provided in meeting minutes 
(attached) 

MECP 

Bob 

Holland 

EPR 

Contaminated soil will be encountered and possibly 
contaminated groundwater. Groundwater supply 
wells that may be at risk due to construction activities 
should be monitored and Contingency Plans 
developed to provide temporary alternate water 
supply should the need arise. 

ADDED TO SECTION 4.6.3: 

The area is supplied with municipal water and there are a very 
limited number of parcels remaining within 250 m of the 
proposed alignment that may be privately serviced (e.g., 210 
Huntmar Drive which is likely to be redeveloped in the near 
future, 180 Huntmar Drive which has a water supply well but 
which is expected to connected to municipal supply once 
installed on Huntmar Drive, and 821 Corkstown Road whose 
well is likely more than 500 m from the proposed alignment). 
Based on their distance to areas of possible disturbance and 
the other factors mentioned, these wells are not expected to 
be impacted. 

ADDED TO SECTION 9.3.3 - Dewatering Management Plan 

If improperly abandoned wells are encountered, these would 
be decommissioned in accordance with the regulations. The 
presence/conditions of wells within the anticipated radius of 
influence of dewatering would be assessed in more detail as 
part of detailed design or for a PTTW application/EASR Water 
Taking Plan. 

Y 

Section 4.6.3 

and Section 

9.3.3 

Sign-off provided by Vicki 

Mitchell in an email dated 

October 17, 2018 (see attached) 




Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment - July 27, 2018 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MNRF 

Mary 

Dillon 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

Jane Devlin, Management Biologist, completed a review 
of the EPR and is satisfied that potential impacts to 
species at risk have been adequately addressed 

Noted. 

N 

NA 

Accepted via email dated 
September 13, 2018: 

"If anything changes on this 
project with respect to SAR or 
natural heritage then please let 
me know. Our concerns are 

otherwise addressed." 












Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 


Email dated June 19, 2018 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

We note that a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment 
has been completed for the study area 
recommending Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment 
be undertaken for a number of specific sites within 
the study area. This assessment should be 
completed as early in the Detail Design phase as 
possible as its results may impact project design. 

The preference for these investigations to take 
place early in detailed design is noted, and will 
become part of the project record. 

Text has been added to Section 9.5 (Table 9-3) to 
this effect. 

• "Where additional assessment has been 

recommended, and no previous assessment has 
been completed, the additional assessment 
should consist of a Stage 2 field investigation 
compliant with the MTCS Standards and 
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (2011). 
These investigations should be completed early 
in the detail design phase to inform project 

details." 

Y 

Section 9.5 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

4.2.7 (Landscape Character) of the EPR should be 
combined into Section 4.2.6 (Cultural Heritage 
Resources) or included as a subsection, as the 
landscape character of the area may be considered a 
cultural heritage resource. 

Section 4.2.7 is now a subsection of Section 4.2.6. 

Y 

Section 4.2.6 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

Section 5.3 should be revised to include a separate 
cultural heritage impact criteria category added to 
the Analysis Criteria for choosing the preferred 
corridor given that cultural heritage is a matter of 
provincial importance. 

Archaeological resources and cultural resources 
(Impact on identified archaeological/heritage 
resources) are listed as an Alternative Corridor 
Screening criteria in Table 5-1, in Section 5-3. The 
evaluation of alternative corridors included 
differentiating factors of archaeological potential, 

N 

NA 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 























Agency Reviewer Location/Subject 


Comment 


Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Response 

and impacts on the cultural heritage of the NCC 
Greenbelt. 

Table 5-3 indicates that "Total length (km) of each 
alignment through areas of known archaeological 
potential" was used as a criteria in the long list 
evaluation of corridors. 


Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 


Location of Agency Comment / 

Change Acceptance of Response 

comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 


Draft 

MTCS JeffElkow Environmental 
Project Report 


When it came time for the evaluation of alternative 
designs, the impact on cultural heritage resources 
was considered. Please refer to table 6-3 and refer 
to the Social Environment indicators. At this level 
of detail the following two indicators were used to 
evaluate between alternatives: 

• "Impact on identified and/or potential 
archaeological resources (i.e., area of 
land/feature which will be affected)" 

• Impact on identified heritage features 
including buildings and landscapes 


Section 7.1.2 of the EPR is primarily informed by the 
Cultural Heritage Overview Report prepared by 
Golder Associates. As such, a number of revisions are 
recommended to the CHOR below to ensure that a 
fulsome review of the cultural heritage resources 
within the study area are identified and evaluated, 
that the impacts of the project to these resources 
are properly considered and appropriate mitigation 
measures proposed. Therefore, where MTCS has 
recommendations for revisions to the CHOR report, 
these revisions should be reflected within the EPR. 


Noted. Section 7.1.2 now contains additional detail 
on the methodology and findings of the CHOR. 


Section 7.1.2 


Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

I have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 




Agency Reviewer Location/Subject 


MTCS 


Jeff Elkow 


Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 


MTCS 


Jeff Elkow 


Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 


Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Comment Response 

The Landscape Plan description (Section 9.3.3) has 
been modified to note the findings of the CHOR be 

, , consulted when preparing the landscape plans: 

assessment - Cultural Heritage „ Tl , . . . , ... 

. , ,, • The Landscape Plan should consider the 

: revised following the .. , , „. _ 

. . findings of the Cultural Heritage Overview 

ans to the CHOR. In addition, „ . , . . „ . 

Report in any work pertaining to Corkstown 
cter section should make „ . , , _ , 

, ,, Road and the Western Farmland Cultural 

the applicable , . ,, 

_d _ Landscape. 


Section 9.7 (Impact Assessment - Cultural Heritage 
Resources) should be revised following the 
recommended revisions to the CHOR. In addition, 
the Landscape Character section should make 
specific reference to the applicable 
recommendations of the Cultural Heritage Resources 
recommendations above where applicable. 
Specifically, the Landscape Character section 
recommends a Landscape Plan be completed during 
detail design - it should be clear that the 
recommendations of the CHOR are integrated into 
this Plan. 


1. A description of the cultural component of the 
local environmental conditions; 

2. Identification of known and potential cultural 
heritage resources (built heritage and cultural 
heritage landscapes): 

2.1. Step 1 - screen for presence of potential built 
heritage and cultural heritage landscape, using 
Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage 
Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes as basis. 
2.2 Step 2: evaluate (if potential resource is present): 
there may be a need to do further background 
historical research in order to support the 
application of provincial criteria to determine 
cultural heritage value or interest (Ontario 
Regulation 9/06 and 10/06). 

3. Identify and assess potential impacts; 

4. Describe proposed mitigation measures for any 
negative impacts; 

5. Engage community; 

6. Include clear commitments for future work 
(implementation and monitoring) 


Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 


Location of 
Change 


The Landscape Character section of the assessment 
of impacts has also been modified to include 
mitigation with reference to the CHOR findings 
(Table 9-3): 

• A Landscape Plan completed during detailed 
design will consider the findings of the 
CHOR, and provide for integration into the 
_ surrounding naturalized landscapes. _ 

1. Agreed. The cultural heritage overview 
submitted is intended as a description of the 
cultural component of the local environmental 
conditions. 

2. Point 2.1 - In Section 2.0 Golder states that the 
CHOR used guidance outlined in the MTCS Criteria 
for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources 
and Cultural Heritage Landscapes and in Section 5.2 
Golder outlined the known and potential cultural 
heritage resources in the Study Area that resulted 
from using the checklist as guidance. Language will 
be revised in these sections to clarify that the 
checklist was used and the completed version will 
be appended. 

2.2. Point 2.2 - Golder conducted a preliminary 
evaluation on 210 Huntmar Drive, the only property 
in the study area identified as a potential cultural 
heritage resource. 

3. Table 2 in Section 6.2 identified and assesses 
potential impacts. 

4. Table 2 in Section 6.2 describes proposed 
mitigation measures. 

5. Section 2.0 outlines consultation with the City of 


Sections 9.3.3 
and 9.5 


Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

I have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 




Comments on 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 





MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 

Summary of Community Engagement should be 
provided within the report identifying the groups 
and individuals who were consulted, how and when 
community engagement was undertaken, the results 
of the engagement, including responses, comments, 
or concerns, and how those responses were 
considered 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 

Section 2.0 should be expanded to provide a detailed 
summary of the methodology utilized in the CHOR 
for both the preliminary identification and, then, 
further evaluation, including research undertaken 
and how properties were evaluated for cultural 
heritage value. Additionally, it is not clear how the 
study area boundaries have been determined. 


LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

Ottawa Heritage Planner. 

6. Table 2 in section 6.2 outlines recommended 
conservation and mitigation measures. 




Statements have been added about how the City 
response was considered in section 5.2 identified 
cultural heritage resources. Details of consultation 
with a City of Ottawa Heritage Planner is outlined in 
Section 2.0. the City did not have any comments or 
concerns about properties crossed by the corridor. 

Y 

CHOR 


Section 2.0 has been enhanced (Scope and 

Method). Section 1.0-Introduction, has been 
revised to more clearly define the Study Area. 

Y 

CHOR 





Comments on 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 

Section 5.2 should summarize all potential cultural 
heritage resources within the study area. These 
properties should then be evaluated to determine 
whether they have cultural heritage value or 
interest. This should specify how potential cultural 
heritage resources were identified and how cultural 
heritage resources were either screened in for 
further consideration and evaluation or screened out 
from further evaluation. This section should also 
consider additional potential cultural heritage 
landscapes within the study area. 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 

Each potential cultural heritage resource should be 
evaluated separately. Additionally, to properly apply 
the criteria of Ontario Regulation 9/06, the following 
steps should be undertaken. Research the property's 
history and cultural associations, and a physical site 
analysis, including a summary of the community 
context, historical research and site analysis. Within 
the context of the heritage of the community, the 
findings of the historical research and site analysis 
are used to evaluate the property for 

Design/Physical Value, Historical/Associative Value 
and Contextual Value in accordance with Ontario 
Regulation 9/06. If the property is determined to 
meet the Criteria of 0. Reg. 9/06, then prepare a 
statement of cultural heritage value or interest and a 
description of the heritage attributes (physical 
features or) of the property that support that 
cultural heritage value or interest. If a property is 
owned and/or managed by a provincial ministry or 
PPB, then apply 0. Reg. 10/06 - see comments 
above about the Standards & Guidelines for 
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties 
(under Part lll.l of the Ontario Heritage Act). 


LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

Clarification regarding the identification of the 
cultural resources has been added to the Overview 
report. The only potential cultural heritage resource 
found in the Study Area is 210 Huntmar Drive. 

Golder completed a preliminary evaluation of this 
property in the CHOR to determine if a 
recommendation should be made for a Cultural 
Heritage Evaluation Report. No additional cultural 
heritage landscapes were found in the Study Area, 
beyond the previously identified NCC Western 
Farmlands. 

Y 

CHOR 


Full evaluation of potential cultural heritage 
resource properties against the criteria of 0. Reg. 
9/06 is beyond the scope of an Overview report. 
During subsequent detailed design phases, 
additional cultural Heritage investigations will take 
place if needed. While a CHER on 210 Huntmar 

Drive as a next step study, however in Golder's 
professional opinion based on the preliminary 
evaluation included in the Overview there is no 
evidence to suggest this property will meet any of 
the criteria of 0. Reg. 9/06. 

The study area does cross land under the 
administration of MTO as part of the Highway 417 
ROW. This includes land the NCC identifies as part 
of the Western Farmlands cultural landscape. 

Golder conducted an impact assessment in Section 
6.2 -Table 2 since the cultural landscape is 
identified by the NCC as a cultural heritage resource 
but Golder did not re-evaluate the part of the 
Highway ROW against 0. Reg. 9/06 or 0. Reg. 

10/06, since the landscape has already been 
identified as a cultural heritage resource by a 

Federal agency. The heritage integrity of the ROW 
as an agricultural landscape is compromised due to 
its change into a highway corridor and due to 
highway improvements over the years. During 
subsequent detailed design phases, additional 

Y 

CHOR 





Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 





cultural Heritage investigations will take place as 
needed. 




MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

Cultural Heritage 
Overview Report 

Should any additional cultural heritage resources be 
identified as meeting the criteria of Ontario 

Regulation 9/06, a Statement of Cultural Heritage 
Value should be prepared. The impacts and 
conservation methods should subsequently be 
discussed in Section 6 of the report. This section 
should specifically reference the heritage attributes 
identified within the associated Statement of 

Cultural Heritage Value, how the project will affect 
them, and what measures are proposed to mitigate 
these impacts. 

The overview is intended to identify known and 
potential cultural heritage resources. All known and 
potential cultural heritage resources crossed by the 
project have been identified in section 5.2. No 
additional cultural heritage resources are expected 
to be found in the study area. 

N 

CHOR 



MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

9.3.1 (Built in 
Mitigation 

Measures 

- Social 

Environment) 

EPR 

The current section titled "Unexpected Discovery of 
Archaeological Resources" should be renamed 
"Archaeological Resources". 

This Section should further identify that Stage 2 
Archaeological Assessments will be undertaken, as 
recommended by the completed Stage 1 
Archaeological Assessment. Specific reference 
should be made to the areas requiring additional 

Stage 2 archaeological assessment work, making 
reference to the appropriate maps from the Stage 1 
AA; the proposed timing for this work; and the 
consultants who will carry it out. The Stage 2 AAs, in 
addition to any further assessment if required, 
should be completed as early as possible in the 

Detail Design stage and prior to any ground 
disturbance. All further archaeological assessment 
reports will be reviewed and entered into the 
register by MTCS as per the Standards & Guidelines 
for Consultants Archaeologists. 

Section 9.3.1 has been updated as requested: 
"Unexpected Discovery of Archaeological 

Resources" 

Table 9-3 refers to additional Stage 2 and Stage 3 
studies required. As noted above, reference to the 
detail design stage has been added: " These 
investigations should be completed early in the 
detail design phase to inform project details." 

Section 9.3.1 MODIFIED as requested: 

If undocumented archaeological resources are 
impacted by project work, all activities impacting 
these resources must cease immediately, MTCS 
must be notified, and a licensed archaeologist is 
required to carry out an archaeological assessment 
in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act and the 
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists. 

If human remains are encountered, all activities 
must cease immediately and the local police as well 

Y 

Section 9.3.1 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 


























Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 




The existing language provided in this section 
regarding unexpected discovery of archaeological 
resources should be replaced with the following: 

"If undocumented archaeological resources are 
impacted by project work, all activities impacting 
these resources must cease immediately, MTCS must 
be notified, and a licensed archaeologist is required 
to carry out an archaeological assessment in 
accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act and the 
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists. 

If human remains are encountered, all activities 
must cease immediately and the local police as well 
as the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the Ministry of 
Government and Consumer Services must be 
contacted. In situations where human remains are 
associated with archaeological resources, MTCS 
should also be notified to ensure that the site is not 
subject to unlicensed alterations which would be a 
contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act." 

as the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the Ministry of 
Government and Consumer Services must be 

contacted. In situations where human remains are 
associated with archaeological resources, MTCS 
should also be notified to ensure that the site is not 
subject to unlicensed alterations which would be a 
contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

If archaeological resources are discovered during 
the course of construction, the site should be 
protected from further disturbance until a licensed 
archaeologist has completed the assessment and 
any necessary mitigation has been completed. If 
deeply buried archaeological deposits are found 
along the corridor, the MTCS should be notified 
immediately. 

In the event that human remains are encountered 
during construction activities the MTCS and the 
Registrar or Deputy Registrar of the Cemeteries 
Regulation Unit of the Ministry of Consumer and 
Commercial Relations, in addition to local police 
services, should be notified immediately. If a 
discovery occurs on federal lands, the appropriate 
federal agency shall also be notified." 




MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

7.1.2 (Updated 
Existing 

Conditions - 
Cultural Heritage) 

EPR 

Section 7.1.2 of the EPR is primarily informed by the 
Cultural Heritage Overview Report prepared by 

Golder Associates. As such, a number of revisions 
are recommended to the CHOR below to ensure that 
a fulsome review of the cultural heritage resources 
within the study area are identified and evaluated, 
that the impacts of the project to these resources 
are properly considered and appropriate mitigation 
measures proposed. Therefore, where MTCS has 
recommendations for revisions to the CHOR report, 
these revisions should be reflected within the EPR. 

Noted - the updates made to the CHOR will be 
reflected in the EPR. 

Y 

Section 7.1.2 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 




Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

9.1.3 (Built in 
Mitigation 

Measures 

- Social 

Environment) 

EPR 

A new section should be included under Section 

9.3.1 (Built in Mitigation Measures - Social 
Environment) which specifically details the 
commitments for the mitigation of impacts to built 
heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes. 
This should follow the recommendations of the 

CHOR. 

Where MTCS has recommendations for revisions to 
the CHOR report, these revisions should be reflected 
within the EPR. 

Where Built in Mitigation Measures are identified in 
the CHOR, they will be reflected in the EPR 

Y 

Section 9.3.1 

Jeff Elkow MTCS, 
November 15 th , 2018 

1 have reviewed the 
updated comment- 
response table and am 
satisfied with the 
approach to our previous 
comments that is outlined 
therein. If you could 
provide a copy of the 
revised EPR for our 
review once available it 
would be appreciated. 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

CHOR 

5.2.3.1 (The 

Ottawa River- 
Canadian Heritage 
River) 

This section should be revised to include greater 
detail regarding the cultural heritage significance of 
the river and the heritage attributes therein. While 
the river may be over 1.5km from the river itself, the 
project is located in the watershed of the river. As 
such, it should be demonstrated whether or not the 
project has the potential to impact an aspect of the 
designated Canadian Heritage River. The report 
states that "there is no evidence of any connection 
between any properties in the study area and the 
River" - this statement should be further justified 
and supported. For example, a brief summary of the 
cultural heritage of the designated river could be 
included (from the Canadian Heritage River System 
website). 

Noted - Section 5.2.3.1 has been revised 
accordingly. Greater detail on the heritage 
significance and attributes of the River has been 
added based on Canadian Heritage Rivers System 
information to clarify and justify the impact 
assessment. 

Y 

CHOR-5.2.3.1 


MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

CHOR 

5.2.3.2 (210 

Huntmar Drive) 

This section should be revised to provide additional 
historical background information regarding the 
property. Additionally, it should be demonstrated 
how the criteria of Ontario Regulation 9/06 has been 
applied. 

Noted - Section 5.2.3.2 has been revised 
accordingly. Additional historical background 
information was added and comment on how the 
criteria of Ontario Regulation 9/06 applied. 

Y 

CHOR - 5.2.3.2 





Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or Edits 
Required (Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

CHOR 

5.2.3.3 (NCC 
Western 

Farmlands 

Cultural 

Landscape) 

This section should be revised to identify what the 
known and potential heritage attributes of the 
landscape include. If the property has been 
evaluated by the NCC, this should be summarized 
and the heritage attributes from the evaluation 
included in the report. This would also assist to 
further clarify the potential impacts to this cultural 
heritage landscape and the proposed mitigation and 
recommendations. 

Noted - Section 5.2.3.3 has been revised 
accordingly. 

Y 

CHOR - Section 

5.2.3.3 


MTCS 

Jeff Elkow 

CHOR 

Section 6.2 - Table 

2 (Impact 
Assessment and 

Conservation 

Recommendations) 

Column 2 and 4 should be combined into a single 
column titled "Potential Impacts". 

Impacts should not be considered in terms of risk 
(i.e. high risk or low risk for adverse impact). As 
highlighted in Section 6.2 of the report, the Potential 
Impacts column should speak to the potential direct 
or indirect impacts to identified cultural heritage 

resources. 

For the properties located at 210 Huntmar Drive, 173 
Huntmar Drive, and 590 Hazeldean Road, it should 
be considered whether the project has the potential 
to have indirect impacts related to the alteration of 
the historical setting and introduction of structures 
and landscape elements not in keeping with the 
historical setting of the resources in addition to 
potential impacts due to proximity of construction 
related activities directly adjacent to the resources 
and associated landscape features. 

Additionally, for the NCC Western Farmlands 

Cultural Landscape, it should be considered as to if 
the alignment of the project will result in the 
alteration of any associated landscape features. 

Some additional guidance on direct and indirect 
impacts as it relates to cultural heritage resources: 

• 

Noted - Section 6.2 has been revised accordingly. 

Y 

CHOR - Section 

6.2 





Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 

Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comments - July 17, 2018 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of 
Response 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

1. In several locations, LRT tracks will be very close to Hwy 417 
or 417 ramps (eg plate 10, E-NS ramp at Terry Fox; Plate 12 E- 
NS ramp at Castlefrank; Plate 14, E-NS ramp at Eagleson, 
others). Separation of LRT and Hwy will be particularly 
important at these locations (eg need for walls or anti-glare 
measures to address oncoming lights "on the wrong side" of 
the driver). 

Noted. Future design stages of the project will determine need for 
design of any required mitigation for these situations, as has been 
done elsewhere along the Confederation Line and Extensions. 

N 

NA 

Accepted via email 
dated October 5, 2018: 

‘We have no further 
comments and are 
satisfied with the 
response. ” 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

2. Plate 6, elevated crossing of Hwy 417 - standard detail 
design issues only 

Noted. 

N 

NA 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

3. Plate 9, Didsbury Station - it should be clarified if there is a 
property acquisition required from the north side of the MTO 
Patrol Yard. It doesn't appear that the Patrol Yard property 
would be significantly affected. 

There is a 0.01 Ha property acquisition envisioned from the north 
side of the MTO yard, to be confirmed during subsequent detailed 
design phases. The yard is not anticipated to be significantly 
affected. Potential use of the Patrol Yard for construction of the LRT 
project would be subject to negotiation and agreement with MTO 
during preliminary and detailed design phases of the project. 

N 

NA 


MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

4. Grade difference between LRT and Terry Fox E-NS will 
require retaining wall and roadside protection (possibly to a 
higher than normal standard) for the ramp, given proximity of 
tracks to ramp edge 

Noted. Will be confirmed in subsequent detailed design phase. 

N 

NA 


MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

5. Existing Terry Fox Station will be expanded southerly 
toward Hwy 417 WB (existing bus platforms remain and new 
LRT platforms constructed south of that. LRT platforms will be 
close to the edge of WB off-ramp, therefore need to consider 
appropriate separation measures during detail design. 

Noted. Will be confirmed in subsequent detailed design phase. 

N 

NA 




















Comments on 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comments - July 17, 2018 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

6. Plate 15, March Station. Preliminary horizontal and vertical 
alignment for S-W ramp (including revision and retained 
portion) should be provided. What is the reason for shifting 
the horizontal alignment of the ramp closer to Eagleson Road 
and introducing a short tangent section on the ramp? A short 
tangent such as that shown is undesirable. 

The Eagleson S-W ramp is the only ramp for which a 
modification is shown. It should be confirmed that the 
alignments of the existing 417 ramps within the study area are 
proposed to remain as is. 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

7. Plate 15. To clarify, does the proposed bus loop encroach 
on the freeway right-of-way, or only the property that is 
owned by MTO but not designated as CAH. 

MTO 

Frank 

Vanderlaan 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

8. Text of EPR (Sec 8.1.1 Fig 8-2) notes a series of MUPs linking 
the LRT (north side) with the Eagleson Park and Ride Lots 
(south side, east and west of Eagleson). The EPR states that 
crossings of Hwy 417 will be by ped bridge, but we should 
note to the City that all MUPs within the CAH designation will 
be required to be grade separated. 


LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of 
Response 

The alignment of the S-W ramp was adjusted to provide a single 
structure combining the ramp and March Road over the new LRT 
alignment. Ramp geometry can be refined further during detailed 
design in collaboration with MTO. Nature of ramp modifications, 
including profiles, are shown in the structural drawings contained in 
the Recommended Plan (Drawing series S03) 

N 

NA 


The bus loop encroaches on 147 Gray Crescent (PIN 045070021). 

This would appear to be at least partially on the controlled access 
highway corridor, although no modifications to highway 
infrastructure are required to accommodate the new transit 
infrastructure. Details with respect to the CAH boundaries should 
be sought from MTO. 

N 

NA 


Noted. 

N 

NA 





Comments 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comments - July 27, 2018 




When reviewing the plans, it appears that the 
proposed passenger drop off and pickup area will 
have an impact on the amount of traffic along our 
access and egress route. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

Exiting the property in a hurry to attend an incident 
may become difficult for our cruisers due to 
increased congestion along the shared roadway. We 
are mandated to respond to calls for service in an 
efficient and timely manner. 




The proposed modifications may have a dramatic 
impact to our ability to perform these functions. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

With increased traffic along Provincial Police Lane, 
we may also encounter public vehicles attempting to 
park in our parking lot area while they are waiting for 
pick-ups and drop offs. This would be especially 
concerning during peak times. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

Pending further internal reviews, there are possible 
future plans for the incorporation of a Collision 
Reporting Centre (CRC) at this OPP Location. If 
approved, the plans would include a reconfiguration 
of our property entrance and parking areas in order 
to accommodate members of the public who need to 
report vehicular accidents. There will also be areas 
incorporated into this plan for tow trucks that would 
bring damaged vehicles in for inspection. Increased 
traffic and congestion will also have an impact on the 
tow trucks ability to maneuver in and out of our 
property. There may be multiple tow trucks at any 
given time. 


Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

It is our understanding based on preliminary discussions with OPP staff 
at the outset of this project that this facility does not generally 
dispatch vehicles directly in response to emergency calls, although we 
appreciate that such events can and do happen. 

The Transportation Impact Assessment undertaken as part of the 

Kanata LRT project indicates that projected traffic increase along 
Provincial Police Lane is expected to be modest (fewer than 100 
vehicles in the weekday peak hours), and that future traffic operations 
at the Campeau/Provincial Police Lane intersection will operate with 
an excellent level of service (LoS A). 

As part of detailed design, roadway modifications necessary to support 
the Passenger Pick-up and Drop-off (PPUDO) and bus terminal can 
incorporate additional elements to address OPP operations (e.g. turn 
lanes, paved shoulder for emergency vehicle use). 

N 

NA 


The OPP facility is located approximately 80 m north of the proposed 
PPUDO, and 150 m north of the entrance to March Station. It would 
seem unlikely that people would use the OPP facility for pick-up and 
drop-off given the increased walk distance from the station in relation 
to the proposed formal PPUDO, which will be designed to 
accommodate projected volumes. 

N 

NA 


The LRT project is not proposing to modify the OPP site, other than a 
minor property requirement at the extreme south end of the site, 
which should not impact the ability to expand or reconfigure the 
existing parking area and site entrance. 

Modifications to the OPP site entrance onto Provincial Police Lane will 
need to be determined in consultation with the City of Ottawa. Any 

CRC on this site will need to be designed to accommodate design 
vehicle (e.g. tow truck) on the OPP site and not result in vehicles 
maneuvering inappropriately into or out of the City roadway. 

N 

NA 





Comments 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comments - July 27, 2018 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

We understand that potential plans for a future CRC 
will create increased congestion and a traffic. Should 
it be approved, we would conduct a traffic study for 
the CRC as part of this added function. The future 
proposed LRT will add further complexity to this and 
we are concerned that the added traffic will render 
our road entrance and proposed CRC parking area 
unusable. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

It has been noted by our detachment that the 
security of our existing parking area ,(as it exists 
now), has been a point of contention for some time 
and this is with minimal traffic in the area. The LRT 
terminal will bring unwarranted and unwanted traffic 
into the lot. The need for some controlled access 
will need to be explored. In our experience, signage 
has a very limited effect in controlling unwanted 

access. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

To deal with the increased vehicle and pedestrian 
traffic impact on the response to calls, the 
detachment has requested that a ramp be provided 
from our parking lot directly to Eagleson Road. This 
direct access to Eagleson would give access to E/B 
and W/B 417. This would improve response time 
and increase safety for everyone in the area. 

OPP 

Nick 

Osburn 

Draft 

Environmental 
Project Report 

OPP is required to conduct security assessments on 
all of our properties. These assessments take into 
consideration crime prevention through 
environmental design criteria, along with an 
assessment of public through-flow and the potential 
impacts this may cause. A security assessment 
would need to be conducted to evaluate the 
inclusion of an LRT terminal. We will require more 
data on the expected increased traffic etc. before 
this can be conducted. 


Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Response 

Changes or 
Edits Required 
(Y/N) 

Location of 
Change 

Agency Comment / 
Acceptance of Response 

The traffic Impact Assessment carried out for the LRT project indicates 
that the future signalized intersection of Campeau/Provincial Police 

Lane will operate with a very good/excellent level of Service (LoS A) 
during the busiest time periods (weekday AM and PM peak hours). 




A Collision Reporting Centre should not add a significant amount of 
traffic to the roadway. Additional roadway modifications identified as 
part of your traffic study as being necessary to support a CRC at this 
location would be the responsibility of the OPP and will need to be 
assessed further once plans for this facility are advanced. 

N 

NA 


LRT-related traffic will be using a City-owned roadway (Provincial 

Police Lane) and will not have any reason to access the OPP facility. 
Should the OPP wish to introduce controlled access to their facility to 
address existing site issues they should be designed to prevent impact 
to traffic operations along Provincial Police Lane. 

N 

NA 


This can be discussed further as part of detailed design. Based the 
findings of the TIA, a dedicated ramp should not be required for 
normal operation of the OPP facility. A ramp connection to Campeau 
Drive is considered preferable given the impacts to Watt's Creek and 
MTO property which an Eagleson connection would present. 

N 

NA 







The TIA is contained in Appendix B, Annex vi of the draft EPR. 


N 


NA 




Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 


Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits 
Required 
(Y/N) 

Location 

of 

Change 

Agency 
Comment / 
Acceptance of 
Response 

Email Comments provided by Denise Fell (ECCC) - October 26, 2018 

ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Species at Risk 

It is indicated in the draft EPR that thirteen threatened and/or endangered species and 
twelve listed as special concern under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and/or Species 
at Risk Act (SARA) have the potential to occur within the study area. Please note that, 
although as correctly stated in the August 2018 Natural Environment Existing Conditions 
Report (draft ESR Appendix B) that there is no protection under the ESA or SARA for 
species of special concern, SARA subsection 79(2) requires that impacts on all SARA 
Schedule 1 listed species at risk, including special concern species, be adequately 
assessed and mitigated wherever there is an EA responsibility, such as in this case 
where there is a Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA 2012) section 67 
responsibility by the NCC to assess impacts in relation to federal lands. 

Noted 

The EPR notes in Table 9-3: Consultation with 
MNRF, CWS, ECCC, NCC to identify any 
permits/approvals required. 

Section 10.3.1 indicates the potential for 
SARA/ECCC approval as a future commitment. 

Subsection 79(2) added to section 67 
requirements in table 9-3 

Y 

Table 9-3 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Appendix B - Natural 
Environment Report 

Based on our review of the Natural Environment Existing Conditions Report, it is our 
understanding that wildlife surveys of the project footprint and immediate area have 
not yet been conducted, although habitat mapping did occur in November of 2017 using 
site visits and air photo interpretation, but those November visits were the only field 
investigations conducted. However, we do note that the field investigations 
documented forested communities throughout the study area with potential to contain 
suitable cavity trees for roosting and maternal bats, suitable turtle nesting areas, turtle 
wintering habitat, potential reptile hibernacula (numerous rock crevices and exposed 
bedrock with cracks), Bank and Cliff Swallow colonial breeding habitat, waterfowl 
stopover/staging and nesting habitat, and woodland area-sensitive breeding bird 
habitat. 

NA 

N 

NA 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


In addition to lacking survey data, the draft EPR also does not contain an assessment of 
impacts on species at risk. It does, however, acknowledge that "for some of these 
(endangered and threatened) species, such as Butternut , bats , Bobolink , and Eastern 
Meadowlark , additional targeted surveys may be reguired to determine 
presence/absence within the study area. If the proposed work will impact these species, 
permitting/approval/authorization through relevant agencies (e.g. MECP, MNRF, NCC) 
may be required. Preventative measures and best practices should be employed to 
mitigate potential impacts of the project on these species." With respect to the species 
of special concern, it is stated in the draft EPR that "these species should be considered 
when identifying preventative measures and best practices to be employed mitigate 
potential impacts of the project." Finally, the concluding section of the Natural 
Environment Existing Conditions Report states that "an impact assessment should be 
undertaken following upon completion of the final design. The impact assessment 

The EPR does contain a high level impact 
assessment of SAR. While specific mitigation 
measures have not been prescribed, further 
targeted surveys and an Ecological Site 
Assessment have been recommended. 

Best Management Practices also include 
Exclusionary Fencing, regular review of 
protected species lists (federal and provincial), 
timing windows and Wildlife Protection 

Measures. 

N 

NA 
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Email Comments provided by Denise Fell (ECCC) - October 26,2018 




should evaluate potential impacts of the project on the environment and recommend 
mitigation measures/best practices." 





ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Table 9-3 Assessment 

of Environmental 

Effects 

Based on our review of the draft EPR we understand that federal lands may be required 
for various phases of project completion, particularly in the vicinity of March/Eagleson 
Station and the Light Maintenance and Storage Facility, and that according to Table 9-3 
Assessment of Environmental Effects, there is a commitment to complete an 
"Environmental Effects Analysis (EAA), in accordance with Section 67 of the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA), 2012 which may include but will not be limited 

to: 

• The reinstatement of NCC lands to NCC satisfaction at the end of the proposed 
project. 

• The identification of the vegetation that needs to be grubbed, pruned or 
removed on NCC lands. 

• The identification of the location and approximate footprint of any excavation 
work on NCC lands." 

Correct 

N 

NA 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Table 9-3 Assessment 

of Environmental 

Effects 

In addition to the above, and in agreement with the recommendation made in the 

Natural Environment Conditions Report that an impact assessment should be 
undertaken following upon completion of the final design, existing data on species at 
risk use of federal lands at the project site should be gathered and targeted surveys 
should be conducted to determine if individuals and/or their habitats may occur on the 
site. The EEA should assess the impacts of the project (including any temporary works 
or activities) on SARA-listed threatened, endangered and special concern species at risk 
individuals, their residences, and critical habitat on and adjacent to federal lands. This 
should include impacts on connectivity in the greater Greenbelt area. 

Noted. 

Species at Risk BMPs have been prescribed in 
Section 9.3.3 and includes periodic review of 
SARA and OESA legislation. Additional general 
protection measures are prescribed for 
general wildlife including turtles. 

Table 9-3 (Wildlife) further notes that: 
"Ecological Site Assessment to be conducted 
prior to construction as part of Species at Risk 
Overview." 

The report additionally notes that "During 
detailed design phase of the project 
consultation with MNRF and Ecological Site 
Assessment should be completed to confirm 
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Email Comments provided by Denise Fell (ECCC) - October 26, 2018 





candidate significant wildlife habitat and 
determine potential impacts, if any." 




ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


With respect to critical habitat, please be advised that while we have determined that 
neither final or proposed critical habitat is present in the planned work areas at this 
time, there is proposed critical habitat for Binding's Turtle to the north and south of 
Highway 417 (and the planned Kanata LRT route), and it is therefore also reasonable to 
assume that individuals may occur at or immediately adjacent to the work site. 

During review, the City of Ottawa has 
indicated several locations of recent Binding's 
observations within the study area and the 
existing conditions reporting has been 
updated to reflect this. 




ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


ECCC would appreciate the opportunity to review the Impact Assessment prepared 
after the final design is completed, as well as the EEA, and the measures being proposed 
to eliminate or mitigate any adverse effects on species at risk. 

The EPR notes in Table 9-3 (Species at Risk) 
"Consultation with MNRF, CWS, ECCC, NCC to 
identify any permits/approvals required." 

We trust that the EEA, assessment of impacts 
and proposed mitigation measures could be 
provided at that time. 




ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


Please be advised that ECCC may also have a CEAA 2012 section 67 responsibility should 
there be a need for the proponent to apply for a SARA permit, in addition to the NCC's 
section 67 responsibility. SARA permits are required by those persons conducting 
activities that affect species listed on Schedule 1 of SARA 

(http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/species/schedules_e.cfm?id=l[sararegistry.gc.ca]) as 
Extirpated, Endangered, or Threatened, that is, activities which contravene the Act's 
general or critical habitat prohibitions, an Emergency Order issued under section 80 of 
SARA or regulations made under subsections 53, 59 or 71. The general prohibitions 
apply to all listed Extirpated (where a recovery strategy has recommended its 
reintroduction to Canada), Endangered or Threatened species on federal lands (which 
includes NCC lands at this site), and to all listed Extirpated (as above). Endangered or 
Threatened aquatic or migratory bird species wherever they occur. They apply to all 
other species on non-federal lands only through the application of an order under SARA 
section 34. For all species, the critical habitat prohibitions of SARA apply on federal 
lands only through an order under section 58 of SARA and on non-federal lands through 
an order under section 61. 

Noted. The EPR Section 10.3.1 indicates the 
potential for SARA/ECCC approval as a future 
commitment. 

N 

NA 
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Email Comments provided by Denise Fell (ECCC) - October 26,2018 

ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Habitat 

Connectivity/Wildlife 

Corridors 

ECCC is interested in the maintenance and enhancement of habitat connectivity within 
the Greenbelt during the construction of transit projects such as this one. 

Noted 

N 

NA 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Page 4-46 - Existing 
Conditions w.r.t. 
Habitat Connectivity / 
Wildlife Corridors 

With respect to the following statement on page 4-46 of the ESR: "No candidate habitat 
for animal movement corridors were identified to occur within the study area", we 
would like to point out that where the CNR rail line passes through Corkstown Road and 
under Hwy 417, there is an opportunity for wildlife movement between significant 
areas of natural and agricultural lands north and south of Hwy 417. The areas north and 
south of Highway 417 contain proposed Binding's Turtle critical habitat and are an 
important part of the Greenbelt Master Plan (i.e., Shirley's Bay and Stony Swamp 

Sectors) and there are no other significant opportunities for terrestrial movements 
north and south of Hwy 417 between Moodie Drive and March Road. During 
construction and operation of the Kanata LRT, wildlife habitat connectivity should be 
maintained or enhanced using best practices at this significant location and throughout 
the project footprint. 

Existing Conditions Report and EPR have made 
note of this corridor. 

Y 

EPR 

Section 

4.5.5 and 

Table 9-3 

and the 
Existing 
Conditions 
Report. 
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Email Comments provided by Denise Fell (ECCC) - November 1, 2018 

ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Section 2.2.1 

SPECIES AT RISK 
ACT (SARA) of the 
Natural Environment 
Existing Conditions 
Report in Appendix B 
to the draft Project 
Assessment Report 

It is stated in Section 2.2.1 that “Schedule 1 endangered or threatened species 
are afforded protection of critical habitat on federal lands under the SARA.” 

SARA does contain prohibitions against destroying any part of the critical habitat 
of any listed Endangered, Threatened, or Extirpated species, if a recovery 
strateav has recommended its reintroduction. However, these orohibitions do not 
automatically apply followinq the identification of critical habitat in a final recovery 

strateav or action plan: rather thev onlv applv if/ where the federal aovernment 

has taken steps to brina the SARA prohibitions into force (e.a., via publication in 
the Canada Gazette, or via Ministerial or Governor In Council Order). For all 
species, the critical habitat prohibitions of SARA apply on federal lands only 
through an order under s. 58 of SARA, and on non-federal lands through an 

Text updated to include clarifications as 
provided. 

Y 

Section 

2.3.1 of 

the 

Existing 

Conditions 

Report 
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order under s. 61. For the most part, critical habitat has been protected where it 
is located on National Wildlife Areas and National Parks. Limited orders have 
been issued to protect critical habitat off of federally protected lands. One 
example of such an order is the one that was recently enacted to protect portions 
of the critical habitat of Western Chorus Frog - Great Lakes/St. Lawrence- 
Canadian Shield Population on select federally administered lands in Ontario 
and Quebec, including select properties administered by the National Capital 
Commission. 





ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 

Section 2.2.1 

SPECIES AT RISK 
ACT (SARA) of the 
Natural Environment 
Existing Conditions 
Report in Appendix B 
to the draft Project 
Assessment Report 

“federally listed endangered, threatened or extirpated aquatic species and 
migratory birds are also protected on provincially owned and privately-owned 
lands under the SARA.” 

We wish to clarify that, under the general prohibitions, SARA provides automatic 
protection of individuals and residences of aquatic species and migratory birds 
protected under the Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA), if they are listed as 
Extirpated (where a recovery strategy has recommended its reintroduction to 
Canada), Endangered or Threatened, whether these species occur on federal or 
non-federal lands. Further, these protections also apply to all other species listed 
as Extirpated (as above), Endangered or Threatened, on federal lands. 

Text updated to include clarifications as 
provided. 

Y 

Section 

2.3.1 of 

the 

Existing 

Conditions 

Report 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


Additionally, there are provisions of SARA that also refer specifically to the 
conduct of environmental assessment of projects. Subsection 79(2) of SARA 
requires that the persons responsible for environmental assessments (including 
assessments conducted by a federal authority under Section 67 of the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA)) identify species at risk listed under 

SARA or critical habitat that is likely to be affected by the project, and ensure that 
measures are taken to avoid or lessen and monitor those adverse effects. The 
measures taken must be consistent with any applicable recovery strategy or 
action plan under SARA. It is important to note that section 79 applies to all 
species listed on Schedule 1, includina species listed as Special Concern. 

Text updated to include clarifications as 
provided. 

Y 

Section 

2.3.1 of 

the 

Existing 

Conditions 

Report 


ECCC 

Denise 

Fell 


Finally, it is also relevant to note that SARA permits are required by anyone who 
wants to conduct an activity that would otherwise violate SARA’s prohibitions, 
however they can only be issued if the proposed activity falls under one or more 
of the following purposes: 

• the activity is scientific research relating to the conservation of the 
species and conducted by qualified persons; 

• the activity benefits the species or is required to enhance its chance of 
survival in the wild; or 

Text updated to include clarifications as 
provided. 

Y 

Section 

2.3.1 of 

the 

Existing 

Conditions 

Report 
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• affecting the species is incidental to the carrying out of the activity. 

Permit pre-conditions must also be met, to ensure that all reasonable 
alternatives have been considered, all feasible measure will be taken to minimize 
impacts and the activity will not jeopardize the survival or recovery of the 
species. 
























Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices - Appendix B Comments 
Reviewer: Amy MacPherson, City of Ottawa 


Subject 

Page Label 

Comments 

RESPONSE 

Comment on Text 

6 

Would be appropriate to note limitations of field investigations 
completed almost entirely outside of normal survey windows - 
this is not a problem for the EA process, but later stages of 
planning will need to be supported by surveys done in proper 
field season(s) as per accepted and/or regulated protocols. 

Inserted ". The intent of these studies was to 
generally characterize the existing conditions 
within the study area and identify potential 
areas of concern. Future studies should be 
undertaken once specific design information 
is available to confirm these findings and 
address any site specific and species-specific 
concerns following appropriate protocols." 

Comment on Text 

11 

This is better than the corresponding section in the main 
report, but still incomplete. Needs to address Natural 
Environment Areas in the Greenbelt in greater detail, and put 
UNA information into proper context. See comments made in 
Section 7.2.1.1 of the main report. 

See Section 4.1.2 for updates. Too large to 
cut and paste here. 

Comment on Text 

11 

Should also discuss Stony Swamp significant woodlands here. 

Added 

Comment on Text 

11 

This statement is not accurate; one of the four was not 
evaluated, and only one (Poole Creek) was identified for 
preservation in the Urban Natural Features Strategy. Portions 
of the others have been or may be preserved through the 
development review process. 

Altered to be more accurate. See Section 

4.1.2 

Comment on Text 

12 

Although the nearest known extant population is in Pinery 
Provincial Park in extreme southwestern Ontario... 

Altered to reflect the nearest populaton is 
>600 km away. 

Comment on Text 

12 

Might want to mention closest such wetland (Stony Swamp 
complex) for context. 

Mentioned 

Comment on Text 

12 

s 

Mentioned 

Comment on Text 

13 

MVCA found one in Poole Creek this past summer. 

Mentioned 


1 
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Comment on Text 

13 

Recent records in the Upper Poole Creek corridor, in the Carp 
River downstream of the study area, and in the wetland north 
of the Wesley Clover Park equestrian centre. 

Mentioned 

Comment on Text 

17 

See note in Section 4.5.5 of main report. 

snake hibernacula mentioned 

Comment on Text 

17 

See note in main report. 

justification for eliminating Brewer's 

Blackbird added to report 

Comment on Text 

18 

See note in main report. 

reference to terrestrial crayfish removed 
from report. 

Comment on Text 

23 

Were the biologists aware of the potential realignment of 
Feedmill Creek as part of this project? Any changes to Poole 
or Feedmill valleylands should also be discussed with the City's 
Natural Systems unit. 

This is an existing conditions report based on 
a defined study area. The biologists provided 
a summary of the existing conditions and 
guidence based on our understanding of the 
design at the time the doucment was 

written. 

We have noted that changes to Poole and 
Feedmill Valleylands should be discussed 
with the Citys Natual Systems Unit. But no, 
the biologiosts were not aware. 

Comment on Text 

55 

For added transparency, and to aid the reader, it would be 
helpful to add a note about the source of information (e.g., The 
following species were observed during field surveys). This may 
have been explained in the text, but would also be useful here. 

Title of plant list (Table Cl) updated 

Comment on Text 

57 

This header, combined with the attribution to various sources 
below, is a bit clearer. The table does not appear to include all 
sources of background information, however (just atlases, no 
reports). 

Keep as just the background atlases, NHIC, 
and MNRF resources. Past reporting is 
documented in report. 

Cross-Out 

7 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Cross-Out 

7 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Cross-Out 

7 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Cross-Out 

13 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 
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Cross-Out 

14 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Cross-Out 

62 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Cross-Out 

65 


Addressed per reviewers suggestion 

Highlight 

19 


corrected spelling error 

Highlight 

19 


corrected spelling error 

Highlight 

19 


re-inserted table reference 

Highlight 

21 


corrected spelling error 

Highlight 

65 


this appears to be a pin on the map and not 
AM comment. We don't know what this. 

Inserted Text 

7 

i 

added 

Inserted Text 

7 

legislated by the Government of Canada, based on scientific 
information provided 

added 

Inserted Text 

7 

special 

added 

Inserted Text 

7 

on the Species at Risk in Ontario (SARO) List in Ontario 
Regulation 230/08 

added 

Inserted Text 

13 

(including bridges and culverts). 

added 

Inserted Text 

23 

will be required 

added 

Inserted Text 

24 

will be required 

added 

Inserted Text 

24 

MECP 

added 

Inserted Text 

64 

Under consideration for addition to Schedule 1 

This species has no legal status under SARA 
and this is what we have stated. If / when 
the Federal status of American eel changes, 
this would need to be addressed then. 

Inserted Text 

64 

S 

can't determine what this is in reference to 

Inserted Text 

65 

s 

can't determine what this is in reference to 

Inserted Text 

65 

s 

can't determine what this is in reference to 

Sticky Note 

36 

Lots of butternut in this area. 

noted previously in text 

Sticky Note 

39 

Snake hibernaculum in this area. 

noted previously in text 

Sticky Note 

41 

Significant woodland 

noted previously in text 
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Sticky Note 

64 

Adjust row heights where necessary to improve legibility - some 
habitat descriptions / rationales are cut off. 

completed 

Sticky Note 

64 

Confirmed present by MVCA field surveys in Poole Creek, 
summer 2018. 

added to Table C3 

Sticky Note 

74 

Snake hibernaculum somewhere in the vicinity of this pathway. 

noted previously in text 
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Subject 

Page Label 

Comments 

RESPONSE 

GENERAL 

N/A 

Spelling and grammar have been addressed during final review. 

COMPLETE 

Comment on 

Text 

16 

What about Mississippi Valley CA? 

MVCA Added 

Comment on 

Text 

19 

Need a legend... 

Legend Added 

Comment on 

Text 

24 

Many department / unit names out of date. 

Noted. 

Inserted Text 

43 

For more information on natural features within the Greenbelt, see 
Section 4.5 below. 

Update made 

Inserted Text 

43 

Natural Environment Areas and Significant Wetlands 

Update made 

Inserted Text 

43 

and Agricultural Resource Areas 

Update made 

Comment on 

Text 

56 

Staging for what? Not sure what this means. 

This refers to existing NCC staging for greenbelt 

access. 

Comment on 

Text 

70 

The City maintains many layers of environmental data that should 
have been provided to you at the outset of this study...e.g., natural 
heritage system features, unevaluated wetlands, watercourses, 
drains, geology, landcover...those layers should also be cited here. 

Added "municipal" in addition to provincial and 
federal. 

Comment on 

Text 

70 

This section of the report is still dealing with the broader study area, 
not just the preferred alignment; why is the figure scoped? Previous 
figures in this section covered the entire study area. This figure would 
be more appropriate to Section 7.2 and should be moved there. 

Scoped Figure has been moved to Section 7.2 

Comment on 

Text 

71 

Watts Creek Summary Report doesn't seem like the right source for 
this information... 

REMOVED: "This marsh is used extensively by 
wildlife" removed as the information does not 
occur within the existing conditions report. 
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Comment on 

Text 

71 

Recent captures of Bridle Shiner in the Rideau River at 416 were 
declared most northerly known occurrence of this species in Ontario 
by the ROM. Believe this may have been a misidentification in the 
subwatershed study. 

ADDED: Personal communication with Amy 
MacPherson (2018) identified recent captures of 
Bridle Shiner in the Rideau River at Highway 416 
as well as Poole Creek. This is the most northerly 
known occurrence of this species in Ontario. 

Comment on 

Text 

72 

Should just have combined with the preceding section... redundant. 

This section of the EPR has been reworked to 
remove duplicate information. Sections are now 
related to Subwatersheds, and Aquatic Features. 

Comment on 

Text 

75 

As per previous comment. 

Misidentification - this has been removed as an 

ANSI 

Comment on 

Text 

75 

Is this actually an ANSI? Not included in your figure above, or in any 
of our data, even as a candidate. 

Misidentification - this has been removed as a 

ANSI 

Comment on 

Text 

75 

This title is misleading, since the section does not currently address all 
environmentally designated lands (i.e.. Natural Environment Areas, 
Urban Natural Features, Significant Wetlands) and not all of the 
features discussed are included in those designations in the Official 
Plan. This section needs to address all environmentally designated 
lands as well as other features identified as part of the City's Natural 
Heritage System Overlay (significant woodlands, significant 
valleylands, etc.) not just the ANSIs. 

REMOVED: "Designated" from title. 

The Natural Environment Existing Conditions 
Report was completed for the area within 120 m 
of the alignment. A more detailed description of 
the study area including these features are 
further described in Section 7.2 
























Comments on Kanata LRT EPR and Supporting Appendices 
Reviewer: Amy MacPherson, City of Ottawa 


Comment on 

Text 

76 

What's the point of this list? It provides no real information, and the 
areas aren't even identified on the figure. Also, the information is out 
of date (taken from the 2005 UNAEES, not the 2006 addendum). 

More generally, the UNAEES should not be used in this way; not all of 
the UNAs were designated in the Official Plan or intended for 
protection. That report should be used to provide additional 
background information on areas that have been identified in the OP 
as Urban Natural Features, significant valleylands, etc. It may also be 
used in cases where the UNA is part of a park and therefore protected 
as a City-owned natural area. 

UPDATED 

Comment on 

Text 

77 

Not included in the figure above? 

The scoped figure was moved to Section 7 of the 
EPR. The Stittsville Wetland Complex (evaluated- 
other) occurs >lkm from the preferred alignment 
and therefore not discussed within the Existing 
Conditions report (or the scoped figure). 

Comment on 

Text 

77 

Where? 

The MNRF did not identity where in the study 
area the non-sensitive waterfowl staging areas 
and wintering areas for deer are, they only 

Comment on 

Text 

78 

Snake hibernaculum identified during development review process 
near City pathway connecting Canadian Shield Way to Gray Crescent; 
potential compensation site (if needed) identified in City's storm pond 
block. 

TEXT ADDED: "... Personal communication with 
Amy MacPherson (2018) identified a known snake 
hibernaculum near a City pathway connecting 
Canadian Shield Avenue to Gray Crescent. This 
area is beyond 120 m of the preferred alignment." 
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Comment on 

Text 

78 

Brewer's Blackbird is not known to nest in this end of the province - 
it's not included on Ottawa's list of breeding birds. Why is this even 
being considered? 

TEXT MODIFIED: "• Colonially-nesting Bird 
Breeding Habitat (Bank and Cliff) and (Ground for 
Brewer's Blackbird): Field investigations 
documented rock cut cliffs along Highway 417, 
eroding banks within Poole Creek as well as 
exposed soil banks within cultural meadow 
communities. Brewers Blackbird is not known to 
occur in eastern Ontario and will no longer be 
considered in this report per direction from the 
City of Ottawa (personal communication with 

Amy MacPherson, City of Ottawa on October 23, 
2018)." 

Comment on 

Text 

78 

Rock cuts along 417? Or are these disqualified as manmade? 

Response to comment is provided above. 

Cross-Out 

78 

This is NOT relevant to our area and should not be included here. 

Terrestrial crayfish removed 

Inserted Text 

79 

include 

Update made 

Inserted Text 

79 

habitat is present 

Update made 

Inserted Text 

79 

that have been reported from this area 

Update made 

Comment on 

Text 

79 

Constance Bay? 

No, not Constance Bay. This area is beyond 120 m 
from the study area and not considered in the 

SAR screening. We are presenting the information 
we have been provided by the MNRF. This 
information request response was provided by 
MNRF (April 2017) and is related to the entire 
broad study area prior to selection of the 
preferred alternative. Another information 
request was submitted to MNRF in Feb. 2018 
narrowing the study area to the preferred 
alignment only, however MNRF did not think it 
necessary to complete another request. 
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Comment on 

Text 

79 

Ottawa River 

provided by the MNRF. This information request 
response was provided by MNRF (April 2017) and 
is related to the entire broad study area prior to 
selection of the preferred alignment. Another 
information request was submitted to MNRF in 
Feb. 2018 narrowing the study area to the 
preferred alignment only, however MNRF did not 
think it necessary to complete another request. 

Comment on 

Text 

79 

Captured in Poole Creek by MVCA in 2018. 

Update made in Section 7.2.2 

Comment on 

Text 

79 

Where is there suitable habitat (large open river) for this species in 
the study area? 1 am not aware of any records from the Carp River, 
only the Ottawa (and Rideau and South Nation, probably Mississippi 
as well). 

All rivers/creeks were considered for the potential 
of map turtle as this information request 
response was provided by MNRF (April 2017) and 
is related to the entire study area prior to 
selection of the prefered alternative. Another 
information request was submitted to MNRF in 
Feb. 2018 narrowing the study area to the 
preferred alignment only, however MNRF did not 
think it necessary to complete another request. 
Therefore, as per AM comment, this species 
should be removed from the SAR screening. The 
Exisitng Conditions report has removed the 
potential occurrence of Northern Map Turtle and 
this has not been carried forward to the narrowed 
scope and Updated Existing Conditions as 
presented in Section 7 of the report. 

Comment on 

Text 

80 

Milksnake is no longer a species of special concern provincially (as of 
June 2016); when did MNRF provide this information? 

Milksnake is a special concern species under SARA 
and is therefore protected on federal lands. A 
siginficant portion of the study area occurs on or 
adjacent federal lands. 
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Comment on 

Text 

80 

Actually, bridle shiner is included in your MNRF correspondence (in 
the list of fish, not SAR). Still believe this to be a case of mistaken 
identity, however. 

Text updated 

Sticky Note 

82 

Why are the various alignment options included on this figure? If 
they are meant to be here, they should be included in the legend. 

Noted and no change/response required 

Sticky Note 

83 

Same comment as for previous figure. 

Noted and no change/response required 

Sticky Note 

84 

Same comment. 

Noted and no change/response required 

Inserted Text 

85 

Portions of the Stillwater Creek system have been identified as 
significant valleylands in the City's Natural Heritage System. 

Inserted text 

Highlight 

86 

west? 

Update made 


TEXT REPLACED: Previous planning and EA work 
has been completed for the BRT Transitway 
between Bayshore Station and Corkstown Station 
(West Transitway Extension - Bayshore Station to 
Moodie Drive, 2012), Moodie Drive and Terry Fox 
Station (West Urban Community Transit 
Integration Study and Environmental Assessment 
Study, 1997), between Terry Fox Station and 
Fernbank Road (WestTransitway Connection - 
Terry Fox to Fernbank Road, 2012) and the March 
Road corridor between Flighway 
417/March/Eagleson Interchange and Maxwell 
Bridge Road (Kanata North Transitway - Highway 
417/March-Eagleson Interchange to North of 
Maxwell Bridge Road - 2013), the limit of the 
urban area at the time of the study. 


Comment on 
Text 


93 


Might be useful to provide reference? 
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Sticky Note 

110 

Looking across the rows, it is not obvious how the overall rank for this 
criterion is arrived at. For example, routes 8, 9 and 10...is an extra 
2,000 riders really enough to boost 8 into the green? (If so, then why 
are 4 and 13 both ranked moderate?) Why do 9 and 10 score the 
same, instead of 10 scoring lower (or 9 higher)? 

When comparing all three indicators invovled in 
this criterion, corridor 8 combines shortest route, 
greatest connectivity and highest ridership, 
therefore it scores highest. 9 and 10 either do not 
provide the same level of potential ridership or 
connectivity to other elements of the transit 
network. 

Sticky Note 

115 

What's the blue line along the 417? It should be labelled. 

It is a planned BRT corridor from the City's 
Affordable Rapid Transit Network. This map is to 
illustrate the general Corridor 5 alignment and 
stations, there are no labels/legends associated 
with these maps. 

Sticky Note 

119 

Would be easier to read if the Total Transit and LRT were presented 
on separate lines (i.e., move "LRT:" down). 

Noted. Update made 

Sticky Note 

122 

This option only had one red flag, rest were yellow... 

Correct 

Sticky Note 

148 

This column appears to have some headers out of line with their 
rows? Confusing... 

Formatting check will be completed before final 
EPR issued. 

Sticky Note 

154 

Difficult to imagine what might be left to discover in previously 
developed shopping plazas and residential subdivisions included on 
maps below as needing further investigation. Even if these areas 
were developed before archaeological assessments were required, 
and therefore were not officially assessed and cleared by the 

Ministry, are we really proposing to undertake investigations here? 

Text has been revised per Stage 1 AA. While 
detailed Stage 2 may not be required on all areas, 
some form of documentation is: "All land 
recommended for Stage 2 assessment which has 
been sufficiently disturbed to have removed the 
potential for archaeological resources will require 
visual inspection and photographic 
documentation during the Stage 2 assessment." 

Comment on 

Text 

158 

Known sites should be identified on the figures above. 

The figures identify where future studies are 
needed, including the known sites. 

Text 

158 

included here, not buried in the Appendices. 

Text added from Stage 1 AA for clarification 

Comment on 

Text 

159 

Due to what? This project? Anticipated growth? Need more context 
here. 

ADDED: related to anticipated growth based on 
future development 


7 
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Comment on 

Text 

160 

Same comment as before regarding this section's title and contents; 
specifically, this section should describe the nature of the designated 
/ otherwise identified features located in proximity to the preferred 
corridor. It should not simply repeat the information already 
presented previously, but should instead focus on the part(s) of the 
feature that could actually be affected by the project (note: 1 only 
included some of these based on what you chose to include in your 
ANSI / UNA lists here...l suggest reconsidering some of the things 
located south of the highway in Kanata, and if they are truly not likely 
to be affected by the proposed project, they don't need to be 
addressed here - just make sure they're identified in the discussion of 
the broader study area above): - Stillwater Creek corridor (significant 
valleylands upstream) - Greenbelt Natural Link (Campground, in 
Shirley's Bay Sector), designated as a Natural Environment Area in the 
OP, also identified as significant woodlands with some areas of 
unevaluated wetlands - Greenbelt Core Natural Area (Stony Swamp 
Sector), designated as a Natural Environment Area in the OP, also 
significant wetlands, significant woodlands and candidate ANSI - 
Queensway Roadcut provincially significant ANSI - Campbells Quarry 
provincially significant ANSI - Watt's Creek corridor - Katimavik Park 

This Section has been updated per request. 

Highlight 

161 


Latin name corrected 

Inserted Text 

161 

This area was not evaluated under the UNAEES, and has since been 
modified by development. The southern part of the natural area, 
consisting of the Feedmill Creek corridor, remains intact. It is part of 
a designated Urban Employment Area, but has been zoned for 
preservation as Open Space. 

Text inserted w.r.t. Palladium Interchange 

Inserted Text 

161 

will be required 

Text updated 


8 
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Comment on 

Text 

161 

This statement is not accurate; one of the four was not evaluated, 
and only one (Poole Creek) was identified for preservation in the 

Urban Natural Features Strategy. Portions of the others have been or 
may be preserved through the development review process. This 
section should address their designation in the OP and the zoning 
applied, in the context of the natural heritage system (see comment 
on Section 7.2.1.1 above). 

Text updated and context provided 

Comment on 

Text 

161 

Which forest north of the 417? Note: check UNA site summary plant 
lists - butternut was not always listed, even when present, but it's a 
start. There are MANY butternuts present in the Poole Creek valley 
north of Hazeldean, some of which were planted for compensation. 

SAR text updated in Section 7.2: Butternut is 
designated as endangered under the ESA and the 
SARA. Suitable habitat is present within the study 
area and four healthy Butternut trees were 
documented during field investigations. The area 
surrounding Poole Creek is known to contain 
more than 1,000 Butternut trees (personal 
communication with Amy MacPherson, City of 
Ottawa, October 23, 2018). In Ontario, Butternut 
generally grows alone or in small groups in 
deciduous forests, in moist soil; intolerant of 
shade. Response received from the MNRF 
indicates the potential for them to be present. 
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Comment on 

Text 

162 

Need to provide rationale for why the list presented above has been 
reduced to 13 species; presumably this was based on presence of 
suitable habitat? Say so. 

ADDED: "A screening was completed for SAR 
identified as potentially occurring in the study 
area. The screening for potential SAR and Species 
of Conservation Concern was based on the 
observed existing conditions and the identified 
presence of suitable habitat within the study area. 
Screening for SAR has been completed through 
the use existing available wildlife databases, 
consultation with the MNRF, DFO SAR Mapping, 
and City of Ottawa resources. The results of the 
SAR screening and discussion of species identified 
as having potential to be present within the study 
area and/or confirmed to be present through 
other field studies are shown in Appendix B 
(Natural Fleritage Existing Conditions report). A 
total of 13 species listed as threatened or 
endangered have potential to occur within the 
study area, as well as 12 species of special 
concern." 

Comment on 

Text 

162 

See previous comment regarding this species. 

Milksnake is a special concern species under SARA 
and is therefore protected on federal lands. A 
siginficant portion of the study area occurs on or 
adjacent federal lands. 

Comment on 

Text 

162 

See previous comments regarding this record. 

SAR text updated 

Comment on 

Text 

162 

Which did you eliminate? Why? Why not eliminate more? 

Methodology describing how this was 
accomplished and a comprehesive SAR screening 
table is contained in the Existing Conditions 

Report as an appendix. 

Comment on 

Text 

163 

Is there a word missing here? Or should it just say there are likely to 
be compressible clay soils present? 

Update made 


10 
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Sticky Note 

165 

Consider adding an explanation for the rather confusing numbering 
system in the table. 

Numbering has been updated - clearer 

Sticky Note 

236 

Proposed realignment of Feedmill Creek will require permitting from 
MVCA (at least, possibly from other agencies as well) and that should 
be specifically noted in the mitigation / permitting sections below. 

Section 10.3 identifies the MVCA and RVCA, as 
well as other permitting and approval agencies. 
These have been identified for the project as a 
whole. Note that realignment of Feedmill Creek is 
not a part of this project, though it has been 
considered. 

Inserted Text 

250 

identifying and specifying mitigation measures to be applied during 
construction, as well as contingency plans for emergencies or 
inclement weather conditions; 

Added to ESC Plan 

Sticky Note 

250 

Would also include normal / anticipated dewatering of excavations? 

If not then where is that addressed? 

Yes anticipated dewatering is included in the 
Dewatering Management Plan. Text has been 
updated to reflect that as well we to include 
waste waters generated by construction activities. 

Comment on 

Text 

252 

What about the realignment of Feedmill Creek? 

Feedmill Creek realignment work is not included 
in this project, though it has been considered. 

Inserted Text 

257 

Recommendations on how "no net loss of Greenbelt lands" will be 

achieved 

Through further consultation with the NCC and 
related to specific impacts identified during future 
design 

Comment on 

Text 

268 

This needs more specific attention due to the proposed realignment. 

It is believed that adequate mitigation measures 
has been proposed at this stage of the project. As 
noted above Feedmill Creek realignment is not a 
part of this project. 

Comment on 

Text 

269 

As per previous comment. DFO may need to review, based on 
outcome of self-assessment. 

"Consult with regulatory agencies such as DFO, 
MNRF, MVCA, and RVCA regarding details of 
construction methodology and proposed 
mitigation measures." 
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Comment on 

Text 

270 

Where is this defined? Are we talking about data sensitivity (SAR)? 
Would be good practice to salvage any healthy native or otherwise 
desirable woody vegetation, but may not be practical throughout. 

Sensitive species is regarding those species that 
have a provincial rank of S1-S3 or categorized as 
END, TFIR, SC. Regionally rare plants also fall into 
this category. 

Revise to say: "Salvage existing native vegetation 
where possible, especially sensitive species (i.e. 
SAR and/or provincially/regionally rare plants) for 
transplanting within the study area." 

Comment on 

Text 

272 

Field notes and supporting report indicate potential hibernacula 
elsewhere in study area too - do not focus only on the ANSI here. 

Revise to include: "candidate snake hibernacula 

areas" 

Comment on 

Text 

273 

Really? 

Removed "or the Natural Heritage Information 
Centre". 

Comment on 

Text 

275 

The features addressed here (i.e., significant woodland and 
valleylands) need to be identified and discussed in the Existing 
Conditions sections, as per previous comments. Cross-check once 
Existing Conditions section has been revised, to ensure that there are 
no discrepancies and that all natural heritage features are 
appropriately addressed. 

Significant Woodlands and Valleylands and other 
Natural Heritage Features have been added to 
Existing Conditions 

Sticky Note 

275 

If we're talking about disturbance to significant woodlands in the 
Greenbelt, further consultation with NCC will be required. 

Noted. Further consultation with the NCC is noted 

within the EPR 

Comment on 

Text 

295 

While staff to be consulted are still at MNRF, approval authority now 
rests with MECP. 

Noted. MECP added in addition to MNRF 

Inserted Text 

295 

Rideau Valley 

RVCA identified 

Inserted Text 

295 

/ Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority, respectively 

MVCA Added 

Inserted Text 

295 

153 

Regulation Number updated 

Inserted Text 

297 

as well as 

text added per request 

Cross-Out 

298 


and updated to an 

Comment on 

Text 

299 

Cross-check all references to ensure that cited documents are listed 

and that the listed documents are cited. 

References cross-checked and footnotes removed 

to be removed for Final EPR 
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Agency 

Reviewer 

Location/Subject 

Comment 

Response 

Changes or 
Edits 
Required 
(Y/N) 

Location 

of 

Change 

Agency 
Comment / 
Acceptance of 
Response 

City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 

10, 2018) 

Section 1.2 Project 
Background, 
paragraph 2; Section 
8.1.4.2 

Communications 

all references to the opening of the Confederation Line need to be updated 

Updated to “early 2019” 

Y 

1.2, 

8.1.4.2 


City of 
Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 

10, 2018) 

Section 5.1.1 Rapid 
Transit Network 
Overview 

la - add clarification it will be a median BRT facility 

1 c - update to indicate West TWY Ext is complete and opened in Nov. 
2017 

2 - add clarification it will be a median BRT facility 

- the last sentence regarding a new park and ride should be revised to 
note that as part of the Kanata North CDP a park and ride was identified 
at the northern end of this community 

updated 

Y 

5.1.1 


City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

Section 6.2.1 
Evaluation of Terry 
Fox to Palladium 
Alternatives, 
paragraph 2 

Reference is made to three alternatives. Should this be six alternatives? 

Corrected 

Y 

6.2.1 


City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 

10, 2018) 

page 6-14, 
Compatibility with 
Existing planned 
communities, 
Displacement of, or 
loss of access to, 
existing and planned 
land uses 

for South of Feedmill, West of CTC (Alignment 4), does not appear that 
the following bullet point would be applicable (since it is not noted for 
alignments 1,2 or 5) 

“Requires reorganization of existing lots associated with Canadian Tire 
Centre for Development” 

Corrected to remove reference 

Y 

Table 6-4 
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City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 

10, 2018) 

page 8-3 

recommend the following be added to this sentence for clarity: 

“Implementation of the segment of BRT alonq March Road between 
Corkstown Road and March Station is recommended as part of the 

Kanata LRT project to provide for a seamless connection to the LRT.” 

Updated 

Y 

8.0 


City of 
Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

Section 8.1.1.2 

March Station 

appears to be disconnect between recommended station design on page 
8-5 and the recommended design alternative for the March Station (page 
6-6) with regard to the location of the PPUDO 

if the PPUDO is to be on the west side of the OPP Facility Access Rd, 
this should be discussed on page 8-4 and discuss why it differs from the 
preferred alternative on page 6-6 

Added text: “As part of development of the 
Recommended Plan, the proposed 

PPUDO location on the east side of 
Provincial Police Lane (originally identified 
as part of the preferred design alternative) 
was relocated to the west side of 

Provincial Police Lane to be on City-owned 
land, further reducing impacts to the 
existing OPP facility”. 

Y 

8.1.1.2 


City of 
Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

Section 8.1.1.7 
Palladium Station 

recommend text includes approximate number of spaces planned at park and 
ride and approx, size (ac/ha) 

Updated to include approximate number of 
parking spaces 

Y 

8.1.1.7 


City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

Section 8.1.1.9 
Hazeldean 

Station 

recommend approx, area of the park and ride be identified 

Approximate number of parking spaces 
and facilities to be provided are identified. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

page 8-15, 
Accessibility 

redundant accessibility features will not be deferred at any station; the 
following needs to be deleted: 

Depending on anticipated passenger volumes, installation of redundant 

accessibility features may be deferred in some stations, but All stations 
will be designed to accommodate eventual installation of redundant 
accessibility. 

LRT Platform 

recommend reiterate in this section ultimate platform length and initial 
platform lengths as noted in section 5.1.3 

Text updated 

Y 

8.1.5.2 
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City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

page 8-20, 
Construction, 
Complete 
removal or 
demolition 

comments regarding Dominion, Lincoln Fields and Queensway Station 
should be reviewed and possibly removed 

References removed 

Y 

Table 8-1 


City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

page 197, Maple 
Grove Station 

uncertain if a PPUDO on the future North-South Arterial is the best (i.e. 
safest) location fora PPUDO versus a location on Maple Grove 

Can be considered further during detailed 
design. On-Street PPUDO on Maple Grove 
was considered but it conflicts with 
proposed bus stop locations. Location 
along NB North-South arterial provides 
best access to/from local community 
without need for customers to cross 
roadway to access station. Design of 
North-South Arterial will need to consider 
slower speeds in vicinity of transit station. 

N 



City of 
Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
10, 2018) 

Hazeldean South 

Park and Ride 
and PPUDO 

1. in previous correspondence it was noted vehicles could access the 
southerly park and ride from NB Robert Grant 

2. the EPR drawing only shows bus access via Robert Grant 

3. concern that if the only vehicular access to the lot is right-in, right-out via 
Hazeldean Rd, it will not be a very attractive facility for customers as it will 
require all customers who want to travel west or south when leaving the 
lot to do a U-turn on Hazeldean 

4. concern regarding the operational safety of buses moving between the 
median BRT and the park and ride lot as proposed 

5. has full vehicular movement (signalized) on Robert Grant with bus right- 
in/right-out on Hazeldean been considered or examined? 

1. This could still be accommodated but 
assumed OC Transpo would prefer bus- 
only access at this location. There would 
also be potential conflicts between right¬ 
turning buses (accessing the station 
driveway from the median transit lanes 
on Robert Grant) and right-turning cars 
accessing this driveway (right-turn on 
red prohibitions could reduce but not 
eliminate the conflict). 

2. Correct. This can be further reviewed 
during detailed design. 

3. Expectation is that some customers will 
choose to use north lot as it will offer full- 
movement access to N-S arterial. 

Potential access from south lot to 
adjacent commercial properties with full 
move access to Hazeldean is 
anticipated as part of development in the 
area. 

4. This movement would be governed by 
traffic signal with buses moving on a 
dedicated transit phase. Operation 
would be similar to locations along the 

N 
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proposed Baseline Road Transitway 
where buses need to turn. 

5. It was considered, however there is 
insufficient spacing along the Robert 

Grant frontage to permit a full-movement 
intersection for general traffic due to 
proximity of the adjacent 
Hazeldean/Robert Grant intersection. A 
right-in/right-out bus access from 
Hazeldean was considered, however 
this would require park and ride 
customers using the south lot to cross 
an active bus driveway. This could be 
further reviewed as part of detailed 
design. 




City of 

Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


On the question of public washrooms, 1 reread a report (attached) on the 
provision of public washrooms in Stage 1 and 2 LRT that went to FEDCO and 
Council in 2015. This report provides recommendations on Design 

Standards for public washrooms at rail rapid transit stations. Two of the 
recommended standards relate to station locations: 

Public washrooms will be provided at terminal stations of electrified rail rapid 
transit lines as required by the Ontario Building Code 

Public washrooms will be provided at high-volume transfer stations between 
electrified rail rapid transit lines and other major rapid transit corridors, where 
the majority of passenger traffic in the station is transferring between the two 
lines 

Given the above, for the Kanata LRT public washrooms need to be planned 
at Hazeldean (ultimate terminus) and March Stations (potential transfer 
station between Kanata North Transitway and Confederation Line). As well, 
any station that becomes an interim terminus needs to have a public 
washroom. 

As such, the following needs to be updated: 

Page EX-MI 

Public washrooms at terminus stations and major transfer stations between 
rail rapid transit and other major rapid transit corridors: 

Changes made as requested to the EPR. 

Y 

As noted 
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Page 8-2 

Public washrooms are currently proposed at March, Terry Fox, Palladium and 
Hazeldean Stations. These stations will either be terminus stations or serve 
as major transfer stations between bus and rail modes rail and other major 
rapid transit corridors. If an interim terminus station is identified and built, it 





will reauire a public washroom as per the OBC. 

City of 
Ottawa 

Genya 

Stefa noff 

(email 

dated 

November 
16, 2018) 


We have concern regarding the limited general traffic access/egress to the lot as 
well as the operational safety of the bus movement to/from the site via Robert 
Grant. 

A few questions arose: 

• Does the current configuration permit a signal to be implemented on Robert 
Grant to enable full movement? 

• Have any other options been considered regarding parcel configuration? 

• Is there any opportunity to change the orientation of the parcel to have the 
longer frontage along Robert Grant and signalize an access point to Robert 
Grant? 

1. The current configuration will 
permit a transit-only full movements 
access to be provided at the Robert 
Grant/Hazeldean Station 
intersection. 

2. Extending the parcel south was 
also considered, however based on 
the planned layout of the adjacent 
Plan of Subdivision, it was 
considered that extending the Park 
and Ride to the east provided the 
best opportunity to provide for a 
regular shaped parcel with 
opportunity for full movement 
access to Hazeldean Road via 
adjacent commercial development. 

3. This was considered, however, 
based on the adjacent approved 

Plan of Subdivision, would result in 
an irregular shaped parcel for the 
Park and Ride lot. Insufficient 
distance would likely remain along 
the Robert Grant frontage to permit 
a full movement signalized 
intersection given spacing of the 
existing Hazeldean/Robert Grant 
and proposed “Street No. 3/Robert 
Grant intersection. Per previous 
responses, there will be 
opportunities during detailed design 
of the project to refine the 
conceptual design of the Park and 
Ride lot. 

N 

NA 
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City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 

15, 2018) 


1. See attached mark-up drawings with some suggested improvements: 

a. Page 1-2 provide a strategy to direct drainage around the March Road 
Station, to establish a gravity outlet for the Watts Creek tributary. This 
would involve redirecting drainage to a lowered tributary that crosses 
NCC land. 

The preference for a gravity outlet has been 
added to the EPR. 

Drainage for the Stations will be addressed in 
the detailed design phase. The project is 
currently beyond the affordable 2031 TMP and 
many conditions such as the status of the OPP 
Station, Watts Creek Subwatershed Study 
Updates, MTO Interchange status may change 
in the future and will need to be taken into 
consideration at the time of design. 

Y 

Section 9.3 


City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 

15, 2018) 


b. Page 3 - provides suggested locations for washroom facilities at / near 
the March Road station. There does not appear to be any nearby 
sanitary sewer to enable construction of washroom facilities at the 
station itself. As an alternative, suggestions for locating the washroom 
facility at the Eagleson Park and Ride are shown. 

Washroom facilities will be addressed in the 
detailed design phase. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


c. Pages 4-5 - provides the revised development and storm drainage 

concept discussed with transportation staff previously in the area of the 
Didsbury Station that has the objective of establishing a gravity outlet in 
the area. 

The preference for a gravity outlet has been 
added to the EPR. 

Drainage for the Stations will be addressed in 
the detailed design phase. 

Y 

Section 9.3 
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City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


2. Didsbury Station to Highway 417 crossing: It is our understanding that this 
section of the LRT (west of the Carp River), is the only section where the future 
LRT corridor has yet to be set aside / acquired by the City (except for a short 
section just east of Huntmar Drive). As a result, there is some flexibility in the 
alignment choice for this section. Below are outlined two primary EA 
considerations that should inform the selection of the preferred horizontal and 
vertical alignments of the LRT corridor - mostly of which appear not to have 
been factored in the August 2018 LRT documentation: 

a. Geotechnical conditions: It appears that Golder did not factor 
geotechnical information available from the attached geotechnical 
investigation commissioned by Minto for the Arcadia development 
lands. It is recommended that Golder be asked to undertake a review of 
the Paterson Report, and to re-evaluate the options on the basis of 
geotechnical criteria that the City should factor in the time and cost of 
constructing the LRT in the vicinity of Campeau Station. More detailed 
information is provided in the attached document "Comment 2a". 

As per the City of Ottawa work undertaken for 
the Campeau Bridge and associated 
infrastructure works in Kanata West, 
alternative for construction such as preloading 
and light weight fill will be considered within 
the scope of the conditions that exist at the 
time of construction. 

Golder has reviewed the report provided and 
confirms that it agrees with their assessment, 
which indicates that the area is likely underlain 
by soft to firm clays extending to depths 
ranging from 10 to 25m below existing ground 
surface. 

The difficult ground conditions were identified 
in our assessment and as a result an elevated 
structure is being considered in this area. We 
also noted in our assessment that lightweight 
fills or ground improvement for embankments 
could be considered in this area but that, given 
the ground conditions, those options may still 
not be able to achieve the full fill heights 
required without a lowered grade for the LRT. 

In summary, the information is helpful but 
only confirms the assumed ground conditions. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


b. Design considerations related to the two future road crossings of 

Feedmill Creek: The elevation of the overhead LRT needs to factor the 
elevation of the road underneath - which in-turn need to factor the 
Feedmill Creek design water levels. At the time of the KW TMP, the 100- 
yr flood level was identified as 93.7m, respectively. The 2017 Feedmill 
Creek floodplain mapping study has revised this flood elevation to be 
approximately 95.0m. Unfortunately, no planning of the local road, nor 
Feedmill Creek crossings has been advanced. Based on the limited 
information currently available, the road surface elevation of Feedmill 
Creek road crossing (assumed to be +/- lm higher than the 100-yr flood 
elevation, to allow for freeboard and thickness of the bridge/culvert 
deck) would be 96.0m. Accordingly, the elevation of the LRT profile will 
need to be increased by about 1.5m to provide 5.5m clearance. 

The local roads have not been constructed and 
will be dependent on the future development 
of the area. The Feedmill Creek EA and 
preferred alternative are also still outstanding. 
Both of these will need to be taken into 
consideration at the time of detailed design 
and construction of the project to ensure 
sufficient (5.0 m) clearance under the LRT 
structure is maintained. In the Interim, the 
Conservation Authority has provided input to 

ensure the cut fill balance is maintained. 
Roadway crossings and development access 
was considered as part of the evaluation of 

N 
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alternative alignments in this area. The 
potential change in LRT vertical alignment to 
accommodate the local roadways is 
considered minor and would have no impact 
on the preferred alternative. 




City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


3. Construction Complexity - Didsbury to Palladium Stations: One of the noted 
preferences for alignment Alternative 2 in the area of Feedmill Creek was that 
the route provides for a tangent / 90 degree crossing of Highway 417, that 
reduces construction complexity. Tangential crossings of transportation 
corridors over natural systems such as creeks and rivers is also preferred 
because such alignments reduce construction complexity. Despite this. 

Alternative 2 ranked higher compared to Alternative 1 (which has left over-lap 
with the Feedmill Creek corridor). 

The alignment alternatives were elevated on 
multiple criteria and indicators, one of each 
was construction complexity. The length of 
spans required to clear the eastbound and 
westbound traffic lanes of Highway 417 and 
the difficulty of staging construction over a 
critical provincial highway was considered 
more challenging than the shorter crossing of 
Feedmill Creek, where there is some flexibility 
to position support piers. Detailed design of 
the project can further consider refinements 
to the LRT alignment and structural support 
system to locate support piers appropriately 
to the satisfaction of MVCA. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


4. A close examination of the attached plan-and-profile drawings included in the 

EPR documentation (Colour P&Ps 6-8 vs S8-01 and S9-01-04) reveals a number 
of inconsistencies and lack of detail / impact assessment, that if left unresolved 
could result in greater risk to the City and higher construction costs, 
a. The S-series P&Ps show the elevated track to be constructed on 

embankments in places, requiring fill depths of as much 5-7m or more 
in places in addition to locations where track would be supported on 
piers. P&Ps 6-8, however, do not show any fill being used to elevate the 
track, which presumably would all be supported on piers. What is not 
included in the EPR documentation / impact assessment, is how the 
elevated track in this area is to be constructed within and adjacent to 
the Feedmill Creek corridor - i.e. where are construction access roads 
required, how long will they need to be in-place, and what additional 
environmental effects will result, including impacts to flood elevations. 

Construction Access roads and the duration of 

maintenance for the same will be determined 
during the design phase. Any temporary 
construction needs or alteration of land within 
the floodplain will require the approval of the 
Conservation Authority. A 10 m temporary 
easement has been identified along the north 
side of the LRT corridor through this area to 
permit construction access. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 


b. It also appears that property requirements where embankments are to 
be constructed have not be adequately documented. An August 2018 
letter by Minto raises concerns about the need for a 10m easement on 
the north side of the tracks to provide construction access. If 1 
understand the plans where embankments are to be constructed 
correctly, there will be a permanent need in places for up to 10m on 

Final configuration of embankments, MUPs 
and easements will be determined during the 
detailed design phase, with use of elevated 
viaduct (i.e. guideway and support piers 
(preferred to minimize land requirements in 

N 
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November 
15, 2018) 


each side of the LRT to allow for the embankments alone. Furthermore, 
the need for an embankment conflicts with the location shown for the 
MUP on Dwgs 6-7, which would need to be shifted further north / 
offset from the LRT corridor, increasing property requirements. 

sensitive areas. Temporary easements, if 
required, will be identified. Minto has 
confirmed they will incorporate the requested 

10 m temporary easement into their 
development to permit future LRT 
construction (email from Minto dated August 

12, 2018). 




City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


c. It is not evident why design concepts for Alternative 1 were not 
advanced to enable a constructive comparison between it and the 
preferred Alternative 2. The two alternatives could have been examined 
for differences in costs associated with creating grade separation 
(embankments vs piers), property requirements, construction access, 
impacts on the Feedmill Creek corridor, etc. 

The evaluation was undertaken in accordance 
with the level of detail as per the direction of 
the Study Team and City of Ottawa. A total of 
six design alternatives were considered 
through this area and evaluated on a range of 
criteria, including impact on the Feedmill 

Creek corridor. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 

(email 

dated 

November 
15, 2018) 


Just like crossing Highway 417 at 90 degrees, crossing the Feedmill Creek 
corridor at 90 degrees, rather than constructing the corridor within / straddling 
the Feedmill Creek corridor, also reduces construction complexity (and likely 
cost). Additional assessment in this area could result in a different finding about 
the preferred alternative. 

See previous response. 

N 



City of 

Ottawa 

Laurent 

Jolliet 


Further to recent communications, a portion of the LRT alignment is located 
within the existing floodplain of Feedmill Creek (MVCA, January 2017). This will 
result in a loss of existing flood storage, which is not consistent with provincial 
policy, nor with City management's response to the 2007 Audit Report on the 
Carp River. The Class EA report for the Kanata LRT should include a section to 
discuss this impact and the associated mitigation. We can assist with preparing 
this documentation, but input from MVCA would also be appropriate. 

Through the staff report and presentation at 
the Hearing, the Regulations Committee, and 
therefore the Board of Directors, is aware and 
supports the proposed alignment and they are 
also aware of the alignments interaction with 
the Feedmill Creek flood plain and the 
ultimate 100m corridor for this reach of 

Feedmill Creek as documented in the 
Implementation Plan Kanata West 

Development Area report. 

N 

NA 
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MVCA 

John Price 

NA 

No further comments. 

So you are aware, on October 17, 2018 the Mississippi Valley Conservation 
Authority (MVCA) Regulations Committee issued a permit under Ontario 
Regulation 153/06 (Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to 
Shorelines and Watercourses) to Minto Communities - Canada, 
Broccolini/Laurentide Holdings Inc. and the City of Ottawa to construct berms 
(hi-lighted in yellow)as shown on the attached drawing. After confirmation by the 
MVCA that these berms have been constructed in accordance with the permit 
issued, they will limit the extent of the Feedmill Creek Regulatory (1:100 year) 
flood plain (i.e. contained within the berms). 

As you will note, the drawing also shows an outline of the proposed Light Rail 
alignment. Through the staff report and presentation at the Hearing, the 
Regulations Committee, and therefore the Board of Directors, is aware and 
supports the proposed alignment and they are also aware of the alignments 
interaction with the Feedmill Creek flood plain and the ultimate 100m corridor for 
this reach of Feedmill Creek as documented in the Implementation Plan Kanata 
West Development Area report. 

NA 

N 

NA 


OCDSB 

Janet 

Macdonald 

NA 

• Light Maintenance Storage Facility (LMSF): We support the 
Provincially (MECP) Approved EA location (February 2018) 
westof Moodie Drive/per Stage 2 LRT. It is also noted that 
this site is preferred for expansion and capable to serve 
future needs of the Kanata LRT development. 

• Future LMSF Alternative sites, if required: Regard is 
required when considering LMSF facilities, for previously 
identified OCDSB School sites through existing approved 
Registered Plans and Ottawa CDP’s. Upon reviewing Figure 

6-5 LMSF Alternative Sites and Table 6.5 Criteria of the 
document, we note three (3) school sites identified within the 
eight alternatives (See attached). Stakeholder consultation is 
necessary should alternatives be reconsidered forthe Kanata 
line. 

• Alternate Station Location: Changes to noted 
locations should include stakeholder consultation. 

There is currently no plan for a future 

LMSF site in the Kanata area. The 
preferred LMSF site west of Moodie 

Station will serve the LRT extension to 
Hazeldean for a very long time. 

N 

NA 














Kanata LRT Environmental Assessment Study 

Study Comment Tracking Tool - Comments received outside of Consultation Group Meetings and Open Houses 



Date 

Comment 

Response 

1 

August 

31, 2018 

As a home owner located at X 1 am particularly sensitive to increased traffic on Hazeldean Rd which has 
already increased substantially since we moved in 1990. The road has gone from 2 lane road to a 4 lane 
road which is also a designated detour for any issues affecting the 417. New shopping malls and 
businesses in a growing Stittsville have further exasperated the issue necessitating the introduction of 
more buses routes with suitable run schedules. No noise reduction strategies since the City of Kanata's 
1980's fence installation have been undertaken. The fence is now the responsibility of the City of Ottawa 
and its 6 foot height is insufficient as well as poorly maintained. In light of the past and the future 
changes that include your project will something be done in this area. 

Over the last 3 years 1 have spoken with our Councillor Mr. Allan Hubley and 1 have been told the issue 
would be dealt with in the next Transportation plan. 1 suspect it was missed in the previous changes to 
Hazeldean road caused by the concentration on the growth of Stittsville's needs. 1 am concerned that 
this may occur again during your radical changes to the loading on Hazeldean road. 

What will be the impact on this road and what remedies are foreseen in light of the changes anticipated? 

Thank you for your email and comments. As your property is well beyond the proposed Hazeldean LRT 
Station (almost 2 km) and timing to implement the Kanata LRT to Hazeldean Station is well beyond 2031, 
it is difficult to anticipate the impact on future traffic volumes along Hazeldean Road as well as the future 
noise levels for property owners in your area. Once the Kanata LRT is implemented, it is the City’s hope 
that the more reliable form of transit will attract more ridership thereby reducing future traffic volumes. 

However, the City’s Environmental Noise Control Guidelines (link below) sets out the process for 
mitigating noise levels for new and existing development. For existing development, Part 3 of the guideline 
addresses the need for study and potential mitigation when considering the retrofitting of noise abatement 
measures into existing neighbourhoods. If eligible, this process would be on a cost-shared basis. 

https://ottawa.ca/en/city-hall/planning-and-development/community-plans-and-design-guidelines/design- 

and-planning/completed-guidelines/environmental-noise-control-guidelines[ottawa.ca] 

Feel free to contact me if you need further information. 

2 

Sept 7, 

2018 

Regarding the proposed LRT, is there an implementation date? 

1 own a property that backs onto the 417, the north side, so it will be affected - hopefully for the best. 

Thanks for your email and we will include your name on the mailing list. According to the City’s 
Transportation Master Plan, timing to implement the Kanata LRT is currently beyond 2031 

3 

Sept 17, 
2018 

My name is X and 1 live at X Bishops Mills Way. 1 have received your letter regarding the Kanata Light 

Rail Transit and Environmental Assessment Study. It has advised me that the planned route for the Light 
Rail will travel along the NORTH side of highway 417 to Huntmar Drive at which location it is to cross 
over/under the 417 and continue South. 

1 must at this time advise that 1 am totally against this route as it will basically be in my back yard, not one 
hundred feet from my home. When 1 purchased my home 1 was fully aware of the traffic noise and traffic 
pollution. However to include a light rail system on top of the vehicular traffic is ridiculous and 1 must 
totally object to this planned location. 

The logical location, in my opinion, would be to run the route on the south side of the 417 highway. The 
reasons being; both park and rides are on the south side and most of if not all of the property on the 
south side is commercial not residential. Also the site plan indicates that the route will cross over to the 
south side of the 417 eventually anyway. 

The only reason that 1 can see for the city preferring the north side of the 417 for this system is cost. 1 
presume if the route was to be built on the south side some property would most likely have to be 
expropriated. 

1 feel that should the transit route be constructed on the south side of the 417 property values will 
decrease and I'm sure the city will not compensate home owners for this. 

Like the saying goes: " Not in my back yard." 

Thank you for your email and comments that will be added to the study as part of the public record. It 
should be noted that much of the Kanata LRT corridor has been identified in the early 1990s, which 
includes the LRT corridor along Highway 417. Although the environmental assessment study examined 13 
LRT corridors, extending both north and south of Highway 417 covering a broad area, the preferred route 
along the north side of Highway 417 provides a central transit spine equally supporting all of Kanata, 
supports the future transit network and development objectives along the corridor. It is also a more cost 
effective solution as the Kanata Town Centre pedestrian bridge structure and the Kanata Avenue bridge 
structure were designed for an LRT route under the structure north of the highway. 

As for the option to run the LRT route along the south side of Highway 417, in fact it was one of the 13 
corridor options reviewed and was not carried forward as there is limited space along the south side and 
significant property was required from already existing development. In addition, with an LRT crossing the 
highway near Moodie Drive, the LRT route would impact the National Capital Commission Greenbelt 
lands, whereas, the LRT corridor on the north side of the highway is on provincial lands (Ministry of 
Transportation) and does not impact the Greenbelt. 

Furthermore, as required in an environmental assessment study, a noise assessment was carried out 
along the LRT corridor, resulting in the predominant noise source originating from highway traffic and not 
the future LRT. The LRT trains will be electrically powered and operationally will be much quieter than the 
traffic. 

4 

Sept 19, 
2018 

Regarding the planned LRT expansion around the March/Eagleson Station there are a few concerns 1 
have that 1 would like feedback on. 

Firstly, what is the timeline with the construction of this phase? Starting when? 

Secondly, Looking at Board 23 on the Ottawa internet site pdf, it seems 1 am approx. 500m away from 
the Station epicenter. What do these distances(300m/600m) represent? 

Finally, How will the construction affect our dwellings? 1 am assuming there will be rock blasting etc. 
happening? 

The City’s Transportation Master Plan identifies implementation of this project beyond 2031. Note that the 
study is also recommending constructing the Kanata LRT in 3 stages with the first stage between Moodie 
Station and Terry Fox Station. 

The 400 and 800 metre distance illustrates the surrounding community and land uses near the station. 

The legend on the top left corner of the image provides the type of land use as well as the development 
opportunities within the area to support the LRT station. 

As required in an environmental assessment study, a noise and vibration study was carried out along the 
LRT corridor. Vibration impacts due to the LRT are not expected to be significant, although if needed, 
mitigation such as ballast mats/track isolation slabs and resilient track fasteners may be identified. Noise 
impacts due to the LRT are also not expected to be significant as the LRT is electrically powered and will 
generally be much quieter than the dominant highway traffic. 


PARSONS 
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Study Comment Tracking Tool - Comments received outside of Consultation Group Meetings and Open Houses 



Date 

Comment 

Response 

5 

Sept 28, 
2018 

1 would be interested to know if the impact of construction on radon levels in the area were taking into 
consideration. 

Radon is an odourless, colourless, and tasteless radioactive gas produced by the natural breakdown of 
uranium found in some rocks, sediments, and water. All rocks and sediments are naturally radioactive to 
varying degrees. Radon concentrations differ greatly throughout the Ottawa region depending mainly on 
the composition of the local bedrock or soil. While the only way to determine the actual concentration of 
radon in any one location is by a direct measurement, geological maps showing the concentrations of 
uranium in rocks and soil at surface can be used to estimate potential indoor radon accumulation. The 
bedrock in some portions of Kanata does have an elevated potential for indoor accumulation of radon and 
many home builders in the area are now including mitigation systems in their new builds. 




While radon that moves out of the ground can accumulate to high levels in houses, it dilutes to harmless 
levels in the atmosphere. As such, elevated radon levels are not anticipated to be a concern during 
construction of the Kanata LRT. Consideration should be given to the potential for accumulation during 
design of any indoor spaces. 


PARSONS 


2 | P a g e 









Kanata LRT Environmental Assessment Study 

Study Comment Tracking Tool - Comments received outside of Consultation Group Meetings and Open 


6 Oct 9, 
2018 


1. The EA plans illustrate the presence of a “future park + ride overflow lot” in Lot 1 (Appendix B, VI, 
Transportation Impact Assessment, Figure 13) located immediately south of the Hwy 417 corridor and 
east of Huntmar Drive on CSPI lands. 

1.1. Is this “future park + ride overflow lot” in Lot 1 part of the EA? 

1.2. What arrangements does the City of Ottawa envision with respect to accessing the lands required 
for the “future park + ride overflow lot” (acquisition vs. license agreement)? 

1.3 How will the City deal with the objective of Multi-use pathways in the context of the elevated portions, 
including crossing of the 417? 

1.4 How does the City plan on dealing with bicycle parking at the elevated station, will additional lands be 
required that are not shown? 

1.5 Did the City consider the financial implications of land acquisition from private landowners during the 
development of the alignment considerations? 

2. The EA plans illustrate an LRT alignment that is elevated south of the Hwy 417 corridor that returns 
back to existing grade south of the CTC and rises again to meet the proposed Maple Grove Station. 
However, “Plan and Profile Drawing 5 (11+700 to 12+100)” illustrates the return to grade appearing 
outside of Lot 4 at Station 11 +808 while still providing an approximate 3m vertical clearance under the 
elevated portion. But “Drawing SI0-1” illustrates the abutment location to be located well within Lot 4 
approximately 85m south of Palladium Drive at Station 11+865. 

2.1. Could you please inform us as to which drawing is correct? 

2.2. Could you let us know what the effects on parking within Lot 4 will be as a result of this design. 

2.3. Does the City intend to acquire the lands within Lot 4? 

2.4. Will the City of Ottawa permit parking under the elevated portion of the LRT? 

2.5 How will snow clearing and maintenance activities affect parking in proximity to the elevated portion 
of the LRT within Lot 4? 

2.6. The EA report (Section 5.1.2) alludes to a minimum 12m right-of-way requirements for elevated 
structures. What is the sufficient clearance for parked vehicles that may be either underneath the 
elevated portion or within the vicinity of the elevated portion of the LRT? 

2.7. How is the elevated portion of the LRT through Lot 4 to be drained? Will the City be required to use 
any portion of the existing underground drainage system already established within Lot 4? 

3. “Plan and Profile Drawing 5 (11+700 to 12+100)” illustrates a 3.0m Multi-use Pathway that would be at 
surface and segment Lot 4 diagonally. This would seem to assume that Lot 4 is bisected. 

3.1. In general, how will Lot 4 be affected by the proposed LRT and Multi-Use Pathway. Will Lot 4 be 
segmented into two distinct lots serviced by separate entrances? 


3.2. Will the right-of-way on either side of the Multi-Use Pathway and LRT be fenced within Lot 4? As 
such will vehicles be able to travel within Lot 4 under the elevated portion of the LRT? _ 
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1.1 The City is not seeking formal approval for the future Park and Ride overflow spaces as part of this EA 
and would be subject to further negotiation with CSPI during implementation. These potential spaces were 
identified as they are closer to the future LRT station and would replace the current Park and Ride spaces 
if required for overflow. 

1.2 Subject to negotiations between the City and CSPI, if needed, the future park and ride overflow lot 
could be managed similar to the existing Park and Ride lot. 

1.3 The City has a flexible approach to providing Multi-Use Pathways (MUP) along the rapid transit 
corridor. For access and security, it is generally preferred they be located at-grade, but do not necessarily 
need to be directly adjacent to the LRT alignment. In case of the Highway 417 crossing, the location of the 
MUP bridge will be defined as part of detailed design, including whether it is integral to the LRT crossing or 
on a separate, parallel structure. The ability to provide for connections to Palladium Station and any on¬ 
road facilities continuing along the Huntmar Drive corridor will be key considerations. 

1.4 Bicycle parking would be located at the station entry, which will be underneath the elevated guideway, 
oriented to the Huntmar/Cyclone Taylor intersection. No additional property is anticipated to accommodate 
bicycle parking. 

1.5 Yes. Property requirements were considered as a criterion when reviewing alternative alignments. The 
study team minimized the impact on private lands wherever possible, and met with landowners along the 
corridor, including CSPI, to gather input on existing/future development plans. 

2.1 Plan and Profile Drawing 5 should be used for reference. Both drawings noted are conceptual in 
nature, reflecting a general footprint and functional level of design, however the final design will be 
determined during implementation and is expected to change based on actual conditions and construction 
methods employed. 

2.2 In general, there will be minor impacts to parking and circulation within Lot 4 based on the need to 
have piers to support the elevated guideway. These will be determined as part of subsequent design 
stages. The City would work with CSPI to develop satisfactory arrangements to maintain as much 
functionality as possible. 

2.3 This will be determined as part of project implementation and negotiations between the City and CSPI. 

2.4 This will be determined as part of project implementation and negotiations between the City and CSPI. 

2.5. There would be minimal impact as snow clearing of the elevated guideway is generally not required 
since train frequency is sufficient to minimize accumulation. Subject to negotiations between the City and 
CSPI, at minimum a maintenance easement would be required around the elevated guideway to permit 
inspection and maintenance activities. A construction easement may also be required to permit 
construction of the elevated guideway. 

2.6 This will be determined as part of project implementation and negotiations between the City and CSPI. 
In general if there is sufficient vertical clearance under the guideway, parking would be permitted. The 12 
m right-of-way would reflect the horizontal space needed adjacent to the guideway and maintenance 
easement identified above. It would not affect parking but would have an impact on future development on 
the lands. 

2.7 This will be determined during detailed design. In general, drainage requirements will be minimal and 
would be carried along the guideway to downspouts, typically at the guideway support piers, which would 
be connected to the City’s storm sewer system and not into the Lot 4 underground drainage system. 

3.1 The LRT alignment strikes a balance between LRT geometry requirements and maintaining viable 
development parcels. With the elevated alignment proposed, there would be an opportunity to have 
existing parking and circulation maintained underneath the guideway, subject to negotiations between the 
City and CSPI. The proposed MUP can be realigned to avoid bisecting Lot 4 (see response 3.3 below). 






Kanata LRT Environmental Assessment Study 

Study Comment Tracking Tool - Comments received outside of Consultation Group Meetings and Open Houses 


Date Comment 




3.3. Can the pathway be moved from its proposed alignment (next to the LRT corridor) to make use of 
the sidewalks on either Huntmar Drive south of Palladium Drive or Palladium Drive and then connect 
south to the LRT? 

4. The EA plans “Drawing SI0-1” illustrate the Palladium Station location and the proposed pier location. 
We note that the alignment traverses over the East-West roadway which serves our Valet Lot, the 

Loading Dock and Lot 3. The drawing illustrates several piers (Station 12+066, 12+129, 12+164, 

12+200) which appear to be placed directly or in the immediate vicinity of this critical roadway and 
accesses. 

4.1. Will the east-west roadway and all accesses beneath the elevated LRT corridor remain in place or is 
realignment required? 

5. There is a 600m section of the LRT corridor (Station 11 +200-to-11 +800) between Lot 4 and Maple 

Grove station that is at grade. This decision was based on a premise that a proposed roadway that 
would connect Cyclone Taylor Boulevard eventually to Stittsville Main Street crossing Huntmar Drive 
would not be required. This roadway is illustrated in Figure 4-5 which was referenced from the approved 
Kanata West Concept Plan. Could you please provide us with the studies which document why this 
roadway is no longer required? This roadway was, in our opinion essential to service the communities to 
the south-west of the CTC. 

6. We are aware of a number of development applications that may affect the LRT; What considerations 
were made of these active development applications and their proposals for arterial network changes 
during the EA study to determine impacts upon LRT and its alignment and design (i.e. at grade versus 
elevated). 

7 

Nov 5, 

2018 

1 live on Bishops Mills way and my backyard backs onto the 417, in the vicinity of a bedrock outcrop. My 
family and 1 are interested to know the potential impacts (noise, debris, dust, odours from rock blasting, 
construction etc) and the hours for working (i.e. will exemptions for night time work be sought as was 
done for the installation of the light poles in the median between the east and west lanes of the 417). 
Drilling the bedrock for those lights was a nightmare (literally, at night...). 
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Response 


3.2 As the rapid transit alignment will be elevated through the area of Lot 4, no fencing will be required at- 
grade and vehicles would potentially be able to travel, and park within Lot 4 under the elevated guideway, 
subject to negotiations between the City and CSPI. 

3.3 Yes, the MUP alignment can be shifted to avoid bisecting Lot 4. 

4.1 The intent is to maintain the existing roadway and accesses, although some realignment may be 
required to accommodate the LRT guideway and station. This will be further reviewed during 
implementation, in coordination with CSPI 

5 The City is currently reviewing the status of Stittsville Main Street between Huntmar Drive and Cyclone 
Taylor Blvd and once complete, a response will be provided. 

6 The previous approved BRT EA alignment has served to guide development applications in proximity to 
the proposed rapid transit corridor. During the Kanata LRT EA study, we have engaged landowners along 
the alignment through the Business Consultation Group and held individual meetings (including with CSPI 
on July 11th, 2017) to understand any existing and future development plans in proximity to the rapid 
transit corridor. In several cases the study team has adjusted the proposed LRT alignment to work with 
updated development plans, minimize property requirements and reflect proposed changes to the 
existing/future arterial road network. Where the LRT alignment directly impacts or is located adjacent to 
private properties, we have worked with landowners to outline LRT requirements and how they may 
impact/influence development. 


Thank you very much for your inquiry. The preliminary design indicates the LRT tracks will be at existing 
grade through the segment adjacent to your home. Construction activities will include clearing and 
levelling undertaken to prepare the trackbed, installation of rails and overhead catenary, fencing and 
drainage. While the LRT project itself is a significant engineering effort, construction in this area is not 
considered complex or challenging. 

As part of the Environmental Assessment, supporting studies were undertaken to review noise, air quality 
and vibration impacts of the LRT project on adjacent properties and mitigation measures identified where 
necessary. These studies will be updated in more detail as the project moves towards implementation. 
Construction activities will be subject to existing City and provincial guidelines and standards. Specific 
construction methods will be developed during detailed engineering and design of the project, as will 
actual hours for construction. Any application for an exemption to existing noise By-Laws would need to be 
considered at that time. Please let me know if you have any further questions or concerns. 
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8 

Nov 5, 

2018 

a) 1 have found a problem with the elevation of the track on the east side of the Carp River 

b) In the TC meeting, both John Manconi and Vivi Chi claimed that the Campeau Station was not in 
the floodplain, indicating that they did not understand the Carp River and Feedmill Creek 
floodplains, which overlap, but it is in both. The elevations and foundations for the station need 
to be reviewed in relation to the Feedmill Creek and Minto Arcadia plans, and to elevations of the 
planned road which connects Minto Arcadia to the parcel to the south of Feedmill Creek and to 
the other features planned for the area which contains the station. As part of line will be in the 
floodplain, the hydro support stations may be impacted and locations need to be determined at 
an early stage 

c) Minto's plan of subdivision application, which was not adequately coordinated with the LRT and 
Feedmill Creek plans is currently in process at 

httos://aoo01.Ottawa.ca/DOstinqolans/aDDDetails.isf?lanq=&aDOld= OFVOI TfaooOl .Ottawa.cal 

d) The LRT should not be cutting the Stittsville communities in half, especially where there are 
short distances where the track is at grade between Palladium and Hazeldean. While my 
comment to Transportation Committee identified some planned roads and properties which 
would be impacted, all of the future road plans should be reviewed both north and south of H417 

e) The functional design plans were inadequate to show how the stations relate to ground surface 
or access levels, and were not as good as those in the previous plans. The functional design 
plans also should have included drainage plans 

f) There were Confederation Line examples which should have been used to illustrate a station 
instead of the generic, vague one provided 

g) The plans do not provide adequate access to the Tanger Outlet Centre and retail and business 
park lands west of Huntmar. The rationale for extending the LRT to this area was supposed to 
be because of the high transit volume to these areas as well as the CTC. Expecting persons 
employed at, or visiting, these sites to walk so far to Campeau Station or the CTC Station is 
unrealistic. The Campeau Station should have been moved west, not east. While the Kanata 
West MUC and business park lands are intended for higher densities, the developers are 
providing too much low-rise retail and residential. The Huntmar Road bridge needs to be 
upgraded in order to add the MUP. In my comment below, 1 hadn't realized that the functional 
design was for a future H417 bridge 

a) The final elevation of the track will be confirmed during detailed design of the project and will 
ensure adequate clearances over the river corridor and pathways. 

b) Campeau Station will be outside of the floodplain, which is being adjusted as part of the Feedmill 
Creek restoration plan and in coordination with adjacent development plans. The elevated LRT 
guideway will need to cross over the floodplain and will be designed appropriately to consider 
location of any piers needed to support the structure. The MVCA has reviewed the functional 
design plans and is satisfied that the LRT can be accommodated through this area. 

c) We are aware of these plans, which are still in development. Final plans will be coordinated with 

LRT design and reflect City and MVCA requirements. 

d) The LRT alignment accommodates future roadway plans where known and confirmed. Given the 
likely timelines associated with implementation of this project, should roadway plans change, the 
LRT alignment can be adjusted vertically to pass over any required roadway links in this area. 

e) Functional design plans are sufficient to identify the footprint required for the project and its 
associated environmental impacts. Drainage plans will be developed as part of detailed design of 
the project. 

f) Renderings of future Confederation Line stations were used where appropriate. As stations are 
currently under construction and not in a finished state, we used reference examples from other 
projects and locations to illustrate general concepts. 

g) These issues were dealt with as part of development of the preferred alignment and 

Recommended Plan. The LRT alignment through this area generally follows the previously 
approved BRT alignment, with some minor modifications to account for changes in development 
plans since that time. Routing the LRT to serve Tanger Outlet Centre would introduce significant 
additional length to the alignment, increasing travel time for the majority of customers, and 
significantly adding to project cost and complexity. The preferred alignment and station location 
strikes a balance between serving existing/proposed development and minimizing impacts to 
adjacent communities. The final configuration of the proposed MUP crossing of Highway 417 to be 
provided as part of the LRT project is to be determined as part of detailed design as it could be 
provided either on the LRT guideway, Huntmar Drive, or as an independent structure. 

Modifications to the existing Huntmar Drive overpass at Highway 417 are not part of the scope of 
this project. 

9 

Nov 6, 

2018 

1 am fully supportive of the proposal as drafted to extend the LRT to Kanata. My only concern is the 
length of time before Kanata will have LRT service. Kanata is constantly expanding and with its vibrant 
technology industry it need the LRT as soon as possible. 

Given the limited funding and resources available, the City is required to prioritize projects based on need 
and affordability in accordance with the Transportation Master Plan. 

10 

November 

8, 2018 

1 had a look at the proposed plans and 1 have the following high level comment. 

Can you please have a look at running the LRT as far as possible from existing properties that are 
located north of the 417? For instance, referring to the attached picture, the LRT could run south of the 
storm water pound and closer to the highway. 

This would be to: 

- Minimize decrease in property values. 

- Minimize risk of structural damages to adjacent properties during the construction project. 

- Minimize post-construction noise impacts. 

The recommended alignment for the Kanata LRT in this segment of the study area was developed based 
in large part upon previously approved Environmental Assessment (EA) studies for a Bus Rapid Transit 
facility, most recently the Kanata North Transitway EA study in 2013. The preferred LRT alignment was 
approved by the City's Transportation Committee and City Council in May, 2018. As part of the Transit 
Assessment Approval Process (provincial EA), noise, vibration and air quality studies were undertaken 
and appropriate mitigation measures identified to address potential impacts from the construction, 
operation and maintenance of the future LRT facility. There is little evidence to suggest that property 
values will be negatively impacted by the LRT. Property values are more likely to increase based on 
increased access to rapid transit via the proposed March and Kanata Town Centre stations. 
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IV. CORRESPONDENCE WITH ABORIGINAL GROUPS AND FIRST NATIONS 



Startup Letter 



Fitzpatrick, Stephen 


From: 

Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Sent: 

Tuesday, April 11, 2017 12:42 PM 

To: 

'Jstavinga@nrtco.net' 

Cc: 

Fitzpatrick, Stephen; Hopper, David 

Subject: 

Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 


Dear Janet, a signed letter is being sent separately. I will also follow up with a phone call over the next few 
weeks should you have any questions. 

Re: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to extend Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 
2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 
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Study Background 

This study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, and to the 
north and south of the highway beyond the primary study area identified above. The Study outcome will be a 
Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging 
and implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order 
to establish the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and 
development of adjacent lands. 

Study Process 


i 
























The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must 
evaluate alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess 
the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such 
impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities 
and findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. The EPR will 
also be available following the Notice of Commencement being issued in the Spring of 2018. Upon completion 
of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, 
the National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, 
businesses and institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is 
expected to be completed by the end of 2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available. A project website will also be set up at 
www.Ottawa.ca/kanatalrt [ottawa.ca 1 for project information and updates. Should you have any questions, 
please contact me at any time. 

Sincerely, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
8(613)580-2424 x15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or the 
information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation ou 
reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est 
interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 
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Fitzpatrick, Stephen 


From: 

Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Sent: 

Tuesday, April 11, 2017 12:45 PM 

To: 

'Jean-Guy.Whiteduck@kza.qc.ca' 

Cc: 

Fitzpatrick, Stephen; Hopper, David 

Subject: 

RE: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 


Dear Chief Whiteduck, a signed letter is being sent separately. I will also follow up with a phone call over the 
next few weeks should you have any questions. 

Re: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to extend Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 
2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



ROBERTSON 


LEGEND.« LtGE-NDE 

—— L^il ftu 1 mil iUfll) 

csnMun pi* 1 cfa-ft -'TCTL3 

Slabon 

Q PflA* Rtfe l Pjnc-O-Btf 


J~r 

Primary Study Area 

Sactaur da L'afuda Primaira 

1/ 




T J 

□ \Jj 

} TLf/W _ -- 


Study Background 

This study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, and to the 
north and south of the highway beyond the primary study area identified above. The Study outcome will be a 
Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging 
and implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order 
to establish the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and 
development of adjacent lands. 

Study Process 
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The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must 
evaluate alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess 
the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such 
impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities 
and findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. The EPR will 
also be available following the Notice of Commencement being issued in the Spring of 2018. Upon completion 
of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, 
the National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, 
businesses and institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is 
expected to be completed by the end of 2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available. A project website will also be set up at 
www.Ottawa.ca/kanatalrt [ottawa.ca 1 for project information and updates. Should you have any questions, 
please contact me at any time. 

Sincerely, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
$(613)580-2424 x15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or the 
information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation ou 
reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est 
interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 
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Fitzpatrick, Stephen 


From: 

Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Sent: 

Tuesday, April 11, 2017 12:44 PM 

To: 

'chiefcouncil@pikwakanagan.ca' 

Cc: 

Fitzpatrick, Stephen; Hopper, David 

Subject: 

RE: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 


Dear Chief Whiteduck, a signed letter is being sent separately. I will also follow up with a phone call over the 
next few weeks should you have any questions. 

Re: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to extend Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 
2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



ROBERTSON 


LEGEND.« LtGE-NDE 

—— L^il ftu 1 mil iUfll) 

csnMun pi* 1 cfa-ft -'TCTL3 

Slabon 

Q PflA* Rtfe l Pjnc-O-Btf 


J~r 

Primary Study Area 

Sactaur da L'afuda Primaira 

1/ 




T J 

□ \Jj 

} TLf/W _ -- 


Study Background 

This study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, and to the 
north and south of the highway beyond the primary study area identified above. The Study outcome will be a 
Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging 
and implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order 
to establish the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and 
development of adjacent lands. 

Study Process 
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The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must 
evaluate alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess 
the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such 
impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities 
and findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. The EPR will 
also be available following the Notice of Commencement being issued in the Spring of 2018. Upon completion 
of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, 
the National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, 
businesses and institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is 
expected to be completed by the end of 2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available. A project website will also be set up at 
www.Ottawa.ca/kanatalrt [ottawa.ca 1 for project information and updates. Should you have any questions, 
please contact me at any time. 

Sincerely, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
$(613)580-2424 x15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or the 
information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation ou 
reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est 
interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 
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Fitzpatrick, Stephen 


From: 

Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca> 

Sent: 

Tuesday, April 11, 2017 12:47 PM 

To: 

'Benny.t.michaud@gmail.com' 

Cc: 

Fitzpatrick, Stephen; Hopper, David 

Subject: 

RE: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 


Dear Benny Michaud, a signed letter is being sent separately. I will also follow up with a phone call over the 
next few weeks should you have any questions. 

Re: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to extend Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 
2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



ROBERTSON 


LEGEND.« LtGE-NDE 

—— L^il ftu 1 mil iUfll) 

csnMun pi* 1 cfa-ft -'TCTL3 

Slabon 

Q PflA* Rtfe l Pjnc-O-Btf 


J~r 

Primary Study Area 

Sactaur da L'afuda Primaira 

1/ 




T J 

□ \jj 

} TLf/W _ -- 


Study Background 

This study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, and to the 
north and south of the highway beyond the primary study area identified above. The Study outcome will be a 
Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging 
and implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order 
to establish the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and 
development of adjacent lands. 

Study Process 
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The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must 
evaluate alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess 
the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such 
impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities 
and findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. The EPR will 
also be available following the Notice of Commencement being issued in the Spring of 2018. Upon completion 
of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, 
the National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, 
businesses and institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is 
expected to be completed by the end of 2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available. A project website will also be set up at 
www.Ottawa.ca/kanatalrt [ottawa.ca 1 for project information and updates. Should you have any questions, 
please contact me at any time. 

Sincerely, 

Angela 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
$(613)580-2424 x15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying of this e-mail or the 
information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute distribution, utilisation ou 
reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est 
interdite. Je vous remercie de votre collaboration. 
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File Number: 

VIA EMAIL: Jean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.ac.ca 


Ottawa 

10 May 2018 


Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg 
P.0. Box 309 
1 Paganakomin Mikan 
Maniwaki, Quebec J9E 3C9 

Dear Chief Whiteduck 

RE: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Ottawa, ON 


Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan 
to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the 
City's 2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



Study Background 

This Planning and EA Study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, 
and to the north and south of the highway (i.e. beyond the primary study area identified above). The Study outcome will 
be a Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging and 
implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order to establish 
the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and development of 
adjacent lands. 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 



































Study Process 

The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must evaluate 
alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess the potential 
environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities and 
findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. As part of the study process, 
an Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be prepared for public review following the Notice of Commencement being 
issued. Upon completion of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the 
project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, the 
National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, businesses and 
institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is expected to be completed by 
mid-2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

If the Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg have interest in this study and project, the City of Ottawa would be pleased to discuss 
and meet with you. Please respond to this letter with your interest. Any comments will become part of the Public 
Record. 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available throughout the study. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me to discuss this matter in more detail or learn more about the study. 

Sincerely, 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

(613) 580-2424x15210 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 








File Number: 

VIA EMAIL: president.ormc@gmail.com 


Ottawa 

10 May 2018 


MNO Ottawa Region Metis Council 
Benny Michaud, President 
419-140 Mann Avenue 
Ottawa, ON KIN 1E5 

Dear Benny Michaud 

RE: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Ottawa, ON 


Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan 
to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the 
City's 2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



Study Background 

This Planning and EA Study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, 
and to the north and south of the highway (i.e. beyond the primary study area identified above). The Study outcome will 
be a Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging and 
implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order to establish 
the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and development of 
adjacent lands. 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 







































Study Process 

The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must evaluate 
alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess the potential 
environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities and 
findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. As part of the study process, 
an Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be prepared for public review following the Notice of Commencement being 
issued. Upon completion of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the 
project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, the 
National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, businesses and 
institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is expected to be completed by 
mid-2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

If the MNO Ottawa Region Metis Council and Metis Nation of Ontario have interest in this study and project, the City of 
Ottawa would be pleased to discuss and meet with you. Please respond to this letter with your interest. Any comments 
will become part of the Public Record. 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available throughout the study. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me to discuss this matter in more detail or learn more about the study. 

Sincerely, 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

(613) 580-2424x15210 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 








File Number: 

VIA EMAIL: chiefcouncil@pikwakanagan.ca 


Ottawa 

10 May 2018 


Algonquins of Pikwakanagan 
1657A Mishomis Inamo 
Pikwakanagan, ON KOJ 1X0 

Dear Chief Whiteduck 

RE: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Ottawa, ON 


Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan 
to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the 
City's 2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



Study Background 

This Planning and EA Study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, 
and to the north and south of the highway (i.e. beyond the primary study area identified above). The Study outcome will 
be a Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging and 
implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order to establish 
the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and development of 
adjacent lands. 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 

































Study Process 

The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must evaluate 
alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess the potential 
environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities and 
findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. As part of the study process, 
an Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be prepared for public review following the Notice of Commencement being 
issued. Upon completion of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the 
project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, the 
National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, businesses and 
institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is expected to be completed by 
mid-2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

If the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan have interest in this study and project, the City of Ottawa would be pleased to 
discuss and meet with you. Please respond to this letter with your interest. Any comments will become part of the 
Public Record. 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available throughout the study. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me to discuss this matter in more detail or learn more about the study. 

Sincerely, 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

(613) 580-2424x15210 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 








File Number: 
VIA EMAIL: Jstavinga@nrtco.net 


Ottawa 

10 May 2018 


Algonquins Of Ontario Consultation Office 
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 
Pembroke, ON K8A8R6 

Dear Janet Stavinga 

RE: Invitation to Participate 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Ottawa, ON 


Overview 

The City of Ottawa has initiated a Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) Study to develop a Recommended Plan 
to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) to Kanata. This extension of LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the 
City's 2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP), as shown on the figure below. 



Study Background 

This Planning and EA Study will update the work done in the TMP, examining potential corridors along Highway 417, 
and to the north and south of the highway (i.e. beyond the primary study area identified above). The Study outcome will 
be a Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT alignment and station locations, and determines a project staging and 
implementation strategy based on ridership and affordability. This work is being undertaken now in order to establish 
the future right-of-way requirements, protect the corridor, and inform the ongoing planning and development of 
adjacent lands. 

Study Process 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


































The Environmental Assessment portion of the Study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project 
Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must evaluate 
alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess the potential 
environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate any such impacts. 

As part of the study process, an Environmental Project Report (EPR) will be prepared to document all activities and 
findings during the planning and design process, and to present the Recommended Plan. As part of the study process, 
an Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be prepared for public review following the Notice of Commencement being 
issued. Upon completion of the TPAP, the Minister of Environment and Climate Change will issue a decision on the 
project. 

Study Timeline 

The EA process will include a consultation program involving many stakeholders, including the City of Ottawa, the 
National Capital Commission, other approval and regulatory agencies, local community associations, businesses and 
institutions, special advisory and interest groups, and members of the public. The study is expected to be completed by 
mid-2018. 

Consultation Opportunities 

If the Algonquins of Eastern Ontario have interest in this study and project, the City of Ottawa would be pleased to 
discuss and meet with you. Please respond to this letter with your interest. Any comments will become part of the 
Public Record. 

We will continue to notify you as new information becomes available throughout the study. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me to discuss this matter in more detail or learn more about the study. 

Sincerely, 


Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principal de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

(613) 580-2424x15210 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Planning Branch 
110 Laurier Avenue West, 4th Floor 
Ottawa, ON KIP lj 1 
Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 

Planification des transports 

110 avenue Laurier ouest, 4ieme Etage 

Ottawa, ON KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

Anqela.TavlorOottawa.ca 







Record of Follow-Up Phone Calls 



From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Taylor, Angela 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen : Hopper. David 
Steacy, Peter ; Paul Croft 


First Nations consultation follow up 
Tuesday, May 02, 2017 2:51:23 PM 


Stephen/David, I followed up with a phone call today to each of the First Nations groups as 
noted below and please document this record in our consultation: 

Algonquins of Pikwakangan - 613-625-2800 
2:22pm left voicemail with Chief Whiteduck’s assistant 

Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg - 819-449-5170 

2:24pm left voicemail with Chief Whiteduck’s assistant 

MNO Ottawa Metis Nation - 613-859-9969 
2:31 left voicemail with Benny Michaud 

For the Algonquins of Ontario, Janet Stavinga followed up by email on April 11 requesting a 
presentation to include the Stage 1 and 2 LRT projects. The City is scheduled to present 
this at the AOO office on Wednesday June 14, 2017. 

Thanks, 

Angela 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principale de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Ville d'Ottawa 

El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
® (613) 580-2424 x 15210 


This e-mail originates from the City of Ottawa e-mail system. Any distribution, use or copying 
of this e-mail or the information it contains by other than the intended recipient(s) is 
unauthorized. Thank you. 

Le present courriel a ete expedie par le systeme de courriels de la Ville d'Ottawa. Toute 
distribution, utilisation ou reproduction du courriel ou des renseignements qui s'y trouvent par 
une personne autre que son destinataire prevu est interdite. Je vous remercie de votre 
collaboration. 







Correspondence with MOECC Confirming List of 
Aboriginal Bodies 



03 October 2017 


Ottawa 


Kathleen O'Neill 

Director, Environmental Approvals Branch 

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 

135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1 st Floor 

Toronto, Ontario M4V 1P5 

Fax: 416-314-8452 

E-mail: EAASIBGen@ontario.ca 

kathleen.oneill@ontario.ca 

Dear Ms. O'Neill 

Re: Request for List of Bodies to Assist in Identifying Aboriginal Communities 
for the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

The City of Ottawa (City) is undertaking a Planning and Environmental Assessment 
Study for the Kanata Light Rail Extension in accordance with Ontario Regulation 
231/08 for Transit Projects. The intent of this project is to establish a defined corridor 
for the future extension of Light Rail Transit to the communities of Kanata and Stittsville 
and to support the transit mode split objectives of the City’s Transportation Master Plan 
as well as objectives established in the City’s Official Plan. The area being examined 
is shown in Figure 1. 

In accordance with subsection 7(4) of Ontario Regulation 231/08, the City is requesting 
the list of bodies that may assist us in confirming the Aboriginal communities that may 
be interested in the above-noted transit project. The City will contact the bodies you 
identify and ask that these bodies identify specific Aboriginal communities that should 
be consulted. 

To date, the City has contacted the Aboriginal communities noted below and have 
provided them with project related information as well as invitations to consultation 
events. We are seeking confirmation that no other Aboriginal communities are required 
to be contacted. 


City Of Ottawa 

Transportation Services Department 

Transportation Planning - Environmental 

Assessments 

110 Laurier Avenue West 

Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1J1 

Tel.: 613-580-2424 ext.: 15210 

angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 


Ville d'Ottawa 


Tel.: 613-580-2424 poste: 15210 
angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 


Planification des transports 
110, avenue Laurier Quest 




The Aboriginal communities contacted are as follows: 


• Algonquins of Ontario 

• Algonquins of Pikwakanagan 

• Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg 

• Ottawa Metis Council 

If you have any questions or need further information about this project please 
contact Angela Taylor, Project Manager, City of Ottawa as noted below. 

Sincerely, 

Angela Taylor, P. Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer | Gestionnaire principal de project 
Transportation Planning | Planification des transports 
Transportation Services Department | Service des transports 
City of Ottawa I Vi lie d'Ottawa 
El angela.taylor@ottawa.ca 
8 (613) 580-2424 x 15210 



Figure 1: Study Area for the Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study 


















D Ministry of the 

Environment 

and Climate Change 


Environmental Approvals 
Branch 

135 St. Clair Avenue West 
1 st Floor 

Toronto ON M4V1P5 
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Fax: 416 314-8452 


Ministere de I’Environnement et 
de I’Action en matiere de 
changement climatique 

Direction des autorisations 
environnementales 

135, avenue St. Clair Ouest 
Rez-de-chaussee 
Toronto ON M4V1P5 
Tel: 416 314-8001 

Telec. : 416 314-8452 


r*> 

Ontario 


November 6, 2017 
City of Ottawa 

City Hall, 21 st Floor, East Tower 
100 Queens Street West 
ON, M5C 1S6 

Re: Transit Project Assessment Process - Identifying Interested Indigenous 
Communities 

Dear Mrs. Angela Taylor 

Thank you for your letter dated October 3, 2017 regarding the Kanata Light Rail Transit 
Planning Environmental Assessment Study. In your letter you request that the Ministry 
of the Environment and Climate Change (ministry) provide assistance in identifying 
Indigenous communities who may have an interest in this Project. 

As you are aware, the Government of Ontario (the "Crown") has a constitutional duty to 
consult Aboriginal communities when Crown project approvals could lead to an adverse 
impact on established or asserted Aboriginal or treaty rights. The Crown may use 
existing regulatory processes as a vehicle for fulfilling its constitutional duty, including 
an environmental assessment under Part II of the Environmental Assessment Act. 

The Crown has a duty to consult communities when it knows about established or 
credibly asserted Aboriginal or treaty rights, and contemplates decisions or actions that 
could adversely affect them. Although the Crown remains responsible for ensuring the 
adequacy of consultation with potentially-affected Aboriginal communities, it may 
delegate procedural aspects of the consultation process to project proponents. The 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is delegating the 
procedural aspects of consultation to you through this letter. 

List of Communities to Consult 


Based on the information you have provided and the Crown's preliminary assessment of 
Aboriginal community rights and potential Project impacts, the Algonquins of Ontario 
First Nation community must be consulted on the basis that they have or may have 
constitutionally protected Aboriginal or treaty rights that could be adversely affected by 
the Project: 
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Contact Information: 

Algonquins of Ontario Consultation Office 

31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 
Pembroke, ON K8A 8R6 

Telephone: 

Toll Free: 1-855-735-3759 
Local: 613-735-3759 

Fax: 613-735-6307 

Email: algonquins@tanakiwin.com 


Consultation Activities 


Steps that you may need to take in relation to Aboriginal consultation for your Project 
are outlined in the “Code of Practice for Consultation in Ontario’s Environmental 
Assessment Process” which can be found at the following link: 
https://www.ontario.ca/document/consultation-ontarios-environmental-assessment- 

process 

The ministry relies on consultation conducted by proponents when it assesses the 
Crown’s obligations and directs proponents during the regulatory process. The 
proponent’s responsibilities for procedural aspects of consultation include: 

• Providing First Nation and/or Metis communities with information about the 
proposed project/activity including anticipated impacts, and information on 
timelines; 

• Following up with First Nation and/or Metis communities to ensure they received 
project/activity information and that they are aware of the opportunity to express 
comments and concerns about the project. If you are unable to make the 
appropriate contacts (e.g. are unable to contact the Chief) please contact the 
appropriate Project Officer for further direction; 

• Gathering information about how the project could adversely impact the relevant 
Aboriginal and/or Treaty rights (for example, hunting, fishing) or sites of cultural 
significance (for example, burial grounds, archaeological sites); 

• Considering the comments and concerns provided by First Nation and/or Metis 
communities and providing responses; 

• Where appropriate, discussing potential mitigation strategies with First Nation 
and/or Metis communities; 

• Bearing the reasonable costs associated with these procedural aspects of 
consultation; and, 

• Maintaining a Consultation Record and providing copies to the ministry. 
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Notice of Commencement 


The ministry is pleased that you intend to follow the transit project assessment process 
as per Ontario Regulation 231/08 for the Project. Please be advised that when you 
initiate the assessment process, a Notice of Commencement should be sent to 
Annamaria Cross, Director of Environmental Approvals Branch (EAB) and the ministry’s 
Regional Director for the region in which the Project is located, as well as to the 
Indigenous communities identified above. Prior to issuing a Notice of Commencement, 
proponents are encouraged to contact EAB, the ministry’s regional office and other 
government agencies to determine their level of interest in the Project. 

Should you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me directly at 
(416) 314-7222 or by e-mail at Yves.Dagssie@ontario.ca 

Sincerely, 




Yves Dagssie, Special Project Officer 

Environmental Approvals Branch 

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 
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Presentation Given to the Algonquins of Ontario 



Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and 
Environmental Assessment Study 


Transportation Services Department 



Algonquins of Ontario 
June 14, 2017 
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Study Goals 

• Determine the Preferred Corridor; 

• Determine the Recommended Plan for LRT 
alignment and stations; and, 

• Determine project staging and implementation. 


i 



LEGEND/LEGENDE 


□ 


Park & Ride / Parc-O-Bus 


Light Rail Transit (LRT) 

Transport en commun par train leger (TCTL) 

Station 


Primary Study Area 
Secteur de L'etude Primaire 


20070030 66F 





















Context for the Study 

• Confederation Line opens in 2018. 

• Stage 2 Extension of Confederation Line West 
opens in 2023 


• Kanata study needed should funding become 
available 















Study Schedule 
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TMP (2013) - Ultimate Network 
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^Ottawa 


RAPID TRANSIT 

Light Rail Iransit (LRI i - Grade Separated Crossings i 
Light Rail Iransit (LRI) - At-Grade Crossings 
Bus Rapid Iransit (BRI i - Grade Separated Crossings 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRTt - At-Grade Crossings 
TRANSIT PRIORITY 
Transit Priority Corridor (Continuous Lanes) 
Transit Priority Corridor (Isolated Measures) 


TRANSPORT EN COMMUN RAPIDE 

transport en cominun par train leger (ICIU - passages etages 
Transport en commun par train leger (TCTLi - passages a niveau 
Transport en commun rapide par autobus (TCRA) - passages etages 
Transport en commun rapide par autobus (TCRA) - passages a niveau 
PRIORITE AU TRANSPORT EN COMMUN 
Corridor donnant priorite au transport en commun (voies continues) 
Corridor donnant priorite au transport en commun (mesures isolees) 


Park and Ride 

B 

Parc-O-Bus 

Transit Station - rail 

• 

Station tin Iransporl - train 

Transit Station - bus 

• 

Station du transport - autobus 

Conceptual Future Transit Corridor 


Avenir conceptuel - Couloir de transport en commun 

Abandoned Railway Corridor 


Fmprises ferrouiaires abandonnees 

Inter-regional Stations 

♦ 

Stations interregionales 

Potential Rail Yard 

☆ 

Cour de tirage possible pour trains 

Gatineau Rapibus 

— 

Rapibus de Gatineau 


TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN - Map 3 

RAPID TRANSIT AND 
TRANSIT PRIORITY NETWORK 
- ULTIMATE NETWORK 

PLAN DIRECTEUR DES TRANSPORTS - Carte 3 

RESEAU DE TRANSPORT EN COMMUN RAPIDE 
ET DE TRANSPORT EN COMMUN PRIORITAIRE 
- CONCEPT DE RESEAU ULTIME 





























































TMP (2013) - Affordable Network 



CAKUim 


Proposed Extension of 


ROBERTSON 

UMm ^^ 
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CityJf/ti 
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RAPID TRANSIT 

Ixisting Tins Rapid Transit (BRT) 

Existing Bus Lancs m ■ 
Existing / Committed Rail 
I ulure Kail 
Future Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

Future Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) * At-Grade Crossings = 
TRANSIT PRIORITY 

Transit Priority Corridor (Continuous Lanes) — 
9i5 Transit Priority Corridor (Isolated Measures) ■ ■ ■ 


TRANSPORT EN COMMUN RAPIDE 

i Transporten cornmun rapidc par autobus actuci 

i Voies artuelles r£servees aux autobus 
i Reseau de transport ferroviaire actuel/prevu 
i Roseau ferroviaire fulm 
i Transport en cornmun rapide par autobus (TCRA) futur 
■ iransport en commun rapide par autobus (ICRA) - passages A niveau futur 
PRIORITE AU TRANSPORT EN COMMUN 
1 Corridor donnant priority au transport en commun (voies continues) 
Corridor donnant priority au transport en commun (mesures isolves) 


Existing Transit Station - Bus 
Existing/Committed transit Station - Rail 
Future Transit Station - Rail 
I ulure liarisil Station - Bus 
Intcr-rcgional Stations 
Fbtential Rail Yard 
Gatineau Rapibus - 


Station dc transport on commun actuelle - autobus 
Station de transport en commun actuelle/prevue - train 
Station de transport en cornmun future - train 
Station de transport en commun future - autobus 
Stations interr£gionales 
Cour de tirage possible pour trains 
• Rapibus de Gatineau 
Parc-O-Bus 


TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN - Map 5 

RAPID TRANSIT AND 
TRANSIT PRIORITY NETWORK 
- 2031 AFFORDABLE NETWORK 

PLAN DIRECTEUR DES TRANSPORTS - Carte 5 

RESEAU DE TRANSPORT EN COMMUN RAPIDE 
ET DE TRANSPORT EN COMMUN PRIORITAIRE 
- RESEAU ABORDABLE 2031 


















































NCC Greenbelt Master Plan (2013) 



frARUWvd 


Shirley’s Bay 
Sector Plan 


Stoney Swamp 
Sector Plan 



Legend 

^ Core Natural Area 
Natural Link 
Agriculture 

Federal Facility & Operations 
Non-Federal Facility & Operation; 
Transportation Route i 

O Addition 
Removal 

SS Special Study Area 
(TTT) Built Area 
A Management Action 

(®) View 


^ Visitor Destination 
Q NCC Parking Lot 

NCC Recreational Pathway 
'V. NCC Hiking Trail 

Forest Access Road 
^— Streams & Creeks 
River 
Lake 
Pond 

Swamp Area 
Flooded Area 
L—j Sector Limits 
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Existing Natural Conditions 
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CARL/NG 


KATIN^AVIK 


CARLIN& 


HAZELDEAN 




ANSI /ZINS 


Candidate ANSI / ZINS potentiel 

Provincially Significant Wetland /terres humidesevaluees 

Natural Heritage System 
(Official Plan Schedule L) 

Greenbelt / Ceinture de verdure 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 
Etude d’EE TRLAu Kanata 


Watercourse / Cours d'eau 



























Existing Natural Conditions 



CARLfNG 




carung- 


Roaeftisow 


HAZELDSAN 


Watersheds / Bassins 

Carp River 
Jock River 


Riviere Carp 
Riviere Jock 


Ottawa Centre 


Ottawa Centre 


Ottawa West 


Ottawa Quest 


Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study 
£tude d'l=E TRL Au Kanata 


Floodplain 

Watercourse 


Inondation 


Cours d'eau 


i Kilometers 





























Intensification Opportunities 



Future 

Residential 


Urban Area 
Expansion 
Study / 
Secteur 
d'expansion 
urbaine a I'etude 


, Kanata BjlortH — w 
B^idess Park/ ■ 
Parc d affaires 
du Kanata-Nord i 

'•A , .. ,L 

£§p 


CARLING 


A Department of 
National Defense / 
s L^ministere de la 
Defense nationale 


NCC Greenbelt / 
La Ceinture de 
verdure de la Ccn 


B'ells'porne’i 


Employment Area / 
Secteur d'emploi 
\de Beilis Corners 


Future tl 
Residential > 
Futur 
residentiel 


:-.OP.F.RTj_0,y 


NCC Greenbelt / 
La Ceinture derr 
verdure de la pc 


Intensification Opportunities / Opportunites pour la densification 11 

Town Centre TC Sous-zone du centre-ville 
Traditional Mainstreet Zone de rue principal 

Arterial Mainstreet Zone d'artere principale 

High Intensification Opportunity Opportunites pour la densification haute 
Medium Intensification Opportunity H Opportunites pour la densification moyenne 
Low Intensification Opportunity B °PP 0rtl "’ ltS8 PP“ la llansifcati ° n M* 


future-* 
7 Residential / 
Futur 
residentiel 
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Alternative Corridors 


• 13 potential corridors identified. 

- North, South, and Central to Highway 
417. 

- Palladium assumed as western terminus. 

• All compatible with proposed extension 
of LRT to Moodie (Stage 2). 
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Corridors (North of HWY 417) 



/-Terry Fox 


v Moodie 

Station 


Canadian— 
Tire Centre / 


_ 


awa 
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Corridors (Central & South of HWY 417) 





Moodie x 
Station \ 




VP ~ 






Terry 


Fox 




o 


Eagleson 


Canadian 
re Centre 


Tire 
















. 




Hunt Club 




awa 
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Criteria Categories & Screening 


1. Ridership Potential and Network Connectivity; 

2. Transit Oriented Development & City Building; 

3. Effect on Natural Environment; 

4. Effect on Social Environment; 

5. Complexity; and, 

6. Capital and Operational Cost. 



A 


Limited positive effect 
Major impact 
Highest cost 


Good positive effect 
Minor impact 
Moderate cost 


Greatest positive effect 
Negligible impact 
Lowest cost 





Corridor 1: Carling/March/Terry Fox 







Potential Contaminated 
Properties / Proprietes qui sont j 
potentiellement contaminees 


Long Travel Time 16.6km - 44 Grade Separations / 


Longe temps de trajet 16.6km - Sauts-de-mouton 44 


» 


- 






Ni 














v Moodie 

Station 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational Costs 

▲ 

• 

■ 

▲ 

■ 

■ 

•High employment & 
population growth 
•Limited transit connections 

•Directly serves 

DND and Business 
Park 

•Natural habitat 
impacted 

•Requires duplicate 
bus service across 
Greenbelt 

•Complex to 
build and 
operate 

•Costly to build and 
operate 







































Corridor 2: Carling/Rail/Terry Fox 



Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

A 

A 

■ 

A 

▲ 

■ 

•Moderate employment & 
population areas 
•Limited transit connections 

•Directly serves DND 
and a portion of the 
Business Park 

•Natural habitat 
impacted 

•Requires duplicate 
bus service across 
Greenbelt 

•Moderately 
complex to 
build 

•Costly to build 
and operate 








































Corridor 3: 417/Rail/March/Terry Fox 





«* 








Potential Contaminated 
Properties / Proprietes qui sont 
potentiellement contaminees 


Station 

*4 L 


v Eagleson 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

▲ 

• 

■ 

■ 

▲ 

■ 

•High employment & 
population growth 
•Limited transit connections 

•Directly serves 
Business Park 

•Natural habitat 
impacted 

•Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 
•New barrier in Greenbelt 

•Moderately 
complex to 
build 

•Costly to build 
and operate 






































Corridor 4: 417/Rail/Terry Fox 





w 


Long Ttavel Time 14.4km -16 Grade Separations / 
Longe temps de trajet 14.4km - Sauts-de-mouton 16 




m 


- 




Potential Contaminated 
Properties / Proprietes qui sont 
potentiellement contaminees 


Station 

Moodie 

Station 






Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

▲ 

■ 

■ 

■ 

▲ 

▲ 

•Low employment and 
population growth 
•Limited transit connections 

•Serves a 
portion of the 
Business Park 

•Natural habitat 
impacted 

•Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 
•New barrier in Greenbelt 

•Moderately 
complex to 
build 

•Costly to build 
and operate 


































Corridor 5: 417/March/Terry Fox 



^Station 

Moodie 

Station 


Long Travel Time 16.5km - 42 Grade Separations / 
Longe temps de trajet 16.5km - Sauts-de-mouton 42 


Potential Contaminated 
Properties / Propriety qui sont 
potentiellement contaminees 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

• 

• 

■ 

▲ 

■ 

■ 

•High employment & 
population growth 
•Moderate transit connections 

•Directly serves 
Business Park 

•Natural habitat 
impacted 

•Does not require 
duplicate bus service 
across Greenbelt 

•Complex to 
build and 
operate 

•Costly to build 
and operate 


































Corridor 6: 417/March/Rail/Terry Fox 



Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 


TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 


Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 


Social Environment 
Impact 


Complexity 


Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 




•Moderate employment and 
population growth 


•Serves a portion 
of the Business 


•Natural habitat 
impacted 


•Does not require 
duplicate bus service 


•Complex to 
build and 


•Costly to build 
and operate 


•Moderate transit connections 


Park 


across Greenbelt 


operate 








































Corridor 7: 417/Campeau 



Station 

Moodie 

Station 


Eagleson 


Short Travel Time 16.6km - 44 Grade Separations / 
Court temps de trajet 16.5km Sauts-de-mouton 44 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

■ 

▲ 

• 

▲ 

▲ 

▲ 

•Low employment and 
population growth 
•Limited transit connections 

•Serves boundary of 
Town Centre and 
Mixed-Use Centre 

•Minimal natural 
habitat impacted 

•Bundled with already 
disturbed Hwy 417 and 
Campeau corridor 

•Moderately 
complex to 
build 

•Moderate cost 
to build and 
operate 


































Corridor 8: North Side of Highway 417 



t^ganadian 
Jig? %ntrc 


Bundled with Approved Infrastructure 
Corridor / Ensemble avec un couloir 
d'infrastructure approuve 


Short Travel Time 9km -16 Grade Separations / 
Court temps de trajet 9km Sauts-de-mouton 16 


No Effect on Roadway Capacity / 
Aucun Impact sur capacite routiere 


Ridership Potential & Network 
Connectivity 


TOD & City Building 
Opportunities 


Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 


•Low employment and population 
growth 

•Good transit connections 
•Balances needs of North and South 


•Serves Town Centre 
and Mixed-Use 
Centre 


•Minimal natural ‘Bundled with ‘Minimally 

habitat impacted already disturbed complex to 

Hwy 417 corridor build 


•Cost effective 
to build and 
operate 















Corridor 9: Highway 417 Median 



Station 

Moodie 

Station 


Short Travel Time 8.4km - 8 Grade Separations / 
Court temps de trajet 8.4km Sauts-de-mouton 8 


Ridership Potential & Network 
Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social 

Environment 

Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

▲ 

• 

• 

A 

■ 

• 

•Low employment and population 
growth 

•Good transit connections 
•Balances needs of North and South 

•Serves Town 

Centre and Mixed- 
Use Centre 

•Minimal natural 
habitat impacted 

•Bundled with 
already disturbed 
Hwy417 corridor 

•Complex to 
build 

•Disrupts 

Hwy417 

•Cost effective 
to build and 
operate 






















Corridor 10: South Side of Highway 417 



Station 

Moodie 

Station 


Canadian 
ire Centre 


iHi 


Short Travel Time 8.4km - 7 Grade Separations / 
Court temps de trajet 8.4km Sauts-de-mouton 7 


m 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 


TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 


Social Environment 
Impact 


Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 





•Low employment and 
population growth 
•Good transit connections 
•Balances needs of North and 
South 


•Minimal ‘Bundled with already ‘Moderately ‘Cost effective 

natural habitat disturbed Hwy417 corridor complex to to build and 

impacted ‘Crossing Hwy 417 impacts build operate 

Greenbelt 


•Serves Town 
Centre and Mixed- 
Use Centre 
















TOD & City Building 
Opportunities 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 


Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 


Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 


Corridor 11: Timm/Katimavik/Palladium 


■ a a AAA 

•Low employment and ‘Serves boundary of ‘Moderate natural ‘Requires duplicate bus ‘Moderately ‘Moderate cost 

population growth Town Centre and habitat impacted service across Greenbelt complex to to build and 

•Limited transit Mixed-Use Centre ‘Crossing Hwy 417 impacts build operate 

connections Greenbelt 




















Corridor 12: TransCanada Trail/Hazeldean 



Station 

Moodie 

Station 


10.8km - 8 Grade Separations / 
10.8km - 8 Sauts-de-mouton 


Potential Contaminated 
Properties / Proprietes qui sont 
potentiellement contaminees 


'Robertson 


Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

▲ 

▲ 

▲ 

▲ 

■ 

▲ 

•Moderate employment 
and population growth 
•Limited transit 
connections 

•Serves 

Hazeldean 

Main Street 

•Moderate natural 
habitat impacted 

•Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 
•Crossing Hwy 417 impacts 
Greenbelt 

•Complex to build 
along developed 
corridor 

•Moderate cost 
to build and 
operate 

























Corridor 13: TransCanada Trail 



Ridership Potential & 
Network Connectivity 

TOD & City 
Building 
Opportunities 

Natural 

Environment 

Impacts 

Social Environment 
Impact 

Complexity 

Capital & 
Operational 
Costs 

▲ 

▲ 

▲ 

■ 

A 

▲ 

•High employment and 
population growth 
•Limited transit connections 

•Connects to 
targeted areas for 
intensification 

•Moderate 
natural habitat 
impacted 

•Requires duplicate bus 
service across Greenbelt 
•New barrier in Greenbelt 

•Moderately 
complex to 
build 

•Moderate cost 
to build and 
operate 















































Preliminary Preferred Corridor 


1 2 3 4 5 


1. Ridership Potential 
and Network 

Connectivity 

A 

A 

A 

A 

• 

2. TOD & City Building 
Opportunities 

• 

A 

• 

■ 

• 

3. Natural Environment 
Impacts 






4. Social Environment 
Impacts 

▲ 

A 

■ 

■ 

A 

5. Complexity 

■ 

A 

A 

A 

■ 

6. Capital and 
Operational Costs 

■ 

■ 

■ 

A 

■ 


Alignments 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

ii 

12 

13 

























H 

B 

H 

H 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 










SUMMARY 
















Preliminary Preferred: Corridor 8 

• Provides transit spine equally connecting all of 
Kanata 

• Supports future March & Fernbank BRT Corridors 

• No significant environmental or social impacts 

• Supports development objectives along route 

• Cost effective to build and operate 
















Additional Analysis 


Based on feedback and ridership potential, 
further analyses is required for: 


- Corridors 5 and 13, alongside Corridor 8 
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Next Steps 


• Conduct further analysis of Corridors 5, 8, 
13; 

• Confirm the preliminary preferred corridor; 

• Develop alternative designs; 

• Develop recommended plan; and, 

• Public Open House #2 late 2017. 


' 'Ottawa 


31 


2DD7DB3D 66F 


QUESTIONS? 


www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT 

www.Ottawa.ca/KanataTLR 

Contact: Angela Taylor 
(613)580-2424 Ext. 15210 

anaela.tavlor@ottawa.ca 


( Ottawa 
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Invitations to 
Consultation Events 



From: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

To: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Cc: "Tavlor. Angela" 

Bcc: Steacv. Peter : Hopper. David : "louise.sweet@ottawa.ca 11 : "marica.clarke@ottawa.ca 11 : "kellv.martin@ottawa.ca" : 

"chris.roaers@ottawa.ca" : "Sherry.Beadle@ottawa.ca" : "rovce.fu@ottawa.ca" : "dana.collina@ottawa.ca" : 
"aenva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca" : "Michael.tracev@ottawa.ca" : "Chris.Swail@ottawa.ca" : 
"charles.wheeler@aecom.com" : "marc.maaierowicz@ottawa.ca" : "chris.brinkmann@ottawa.ca" : 
"Krista.Tanaka@ottawa.ca" : "frank.mckinnev@ottawa.ca" : "kornel.mucsi@ottawa.ca" : 

"Iames.Bowser@ottawa.ca" : "Dhaneshwar.neermul@ottawa.ca" : "Sean.Tracev@ottawa.ca" : 
"iohn.kukalis@ottawa.ca" : "Kevin.Wherrv@ottawa.ca" : "burl.walker@ottawa.ca" : "iprice@mvc.on.ca" : 
"mcraia@mvc.on.ca" : "alen.mcdonald@rvca.ca" : "Vicki.Mitchell@ontario.ca" : "Lvn.Garrah@ontario.ca" : 
"katherine.kirzati@ontario.ca" : "dave.lindensmith@ontario.ca" : "frank.vanderlaan@ontario.ca" : 
"Kate.Greenl@ontario.ca" : "ifraser.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org" : "svlvie.lalonde@ncc-ccn.ca" : "arto.keklikian@ncc- 
ccn.ca" : "martin.barakenaera@ncc-ccn.ca" : "bill.mertikas@tc.ac.ca" : "denise.fell@canada.ca" : 

"vance.bedore@tpsac-pwasc.ac.ca" : "rob.dobos@ec.ac.ca" : "david.mcauintv@parl.ac.ca" : 
"ianice.reisler@enbridae.com" : "Iohn.huna@enbridae.com" : "Robinsonl@on.aibn.com" : 
"ScottNichols@hvdroottawa.com" : "klaus@beltzner.ca" : "pdufresne@tartanland.on.ca" : 
"mcote@tartanland.on.ca" : "iim.burahout@claridaehomes.com" : "scunliffe@reaionalaroup.com" : 
"philc@richcraft.com" : "tphillips@taaaart.ca" : "SMurphv@minto.com" : "CScarlett@minto.com" : 
"kaxmith@riocan.com" : "etopolniskv@riocan.com" : "I enna.Sudds@kanatanorthbia.ca" : 

"info@kanatanorthbia.ca" : "sean@mvhome.ca" : "suelina@westottawabot.com" : "morrisb@ottawasenators.com" : 
"mvandewouw@krpproperties.com" : "andv.thompson@nokia.com" : "thea.sommerdvk@ericsson.com" : 
"devevman@amail.com" : "mdenomme@urbandale.com" : "lstavinaa@nrtco.net" : 
"chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca" : "lean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.ac.ca" : "tclaviane@hotmail.com" : 
"Bennv.t.michaud@amail.com" : "Carina.duclos@ottawa.ca" : "Linda.Carkner@ottawa.ca" : 
"colleen.connellv@ottawa.ca" : "iverbaas@roaers.com" : "Paul Croft" : "Kelly Roberts" 

Subject: Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study - Public Open House 1 

Date: Wednesday, May 24, 2017 4:07:00 PM 


Good Afternoon, 

Please see below for details regarding the first Public Open House for the Kanata LRT Planning and 
EA Study. Please share these details with interested parties who may wish to attend. 

Monday, June 5, 2017 

Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A 

100 Charlie Rogers Place, K2V 1A2 

5:30 to 8:30 p.m. (presentation at 6:30 p.m.) 

OC Transpo routes: 92, 96,167,118 
Parking is available 

The City of Ottawa has initiated this Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) study to develop a 
Recommended Plan to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. This Planning 
and EA Study will define a corridor for the future expansion of the City's LRT network to Kanata. 
Extending LRT to Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 2013 Transportation 
Master Plan (TMP). 

The study will examine LRT corridor options for a broader area to the north and south of Highway 
417. The outcome will be a Recommended Plan that identifies the LRT corridor, station locations, 
and supporting facilities, and determines an implementation strategy based on ridership and 
affordability. 

The EA portion of the study will be undertaken in accordance with the Transit Project Assessment 
Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit Projects. The City must consider 
alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public and agency consultation, assess 





















































































the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and identify measures to mitigate 
any such impacts. 

Information on the Kanata LRT Planning and EA Study is available at www.ottawa.ca/KanataLRT or 
www.Ottawa.ca/kanatatlr . Comments received will be collected under TPAP, and with the exception 
of personal information, will become part of the public record. 

Accessibility is an important consideration for the City of Ottawa. If you require special 
accommodation, please call or email the project manager below before the event. 

For further information or to provide comments, please contact: 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng.Senior Project Engineer 
Transportation Planning 
Transportation Services Department 
City of Ottawa 

Email: Angela.TavlorOottawa.cadink sends e-mail) 

613-580-2424 x 15210 

Sent on behalf of the City of Ottawa 

Thank you, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

steDhen.fitzDatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1 613.691.1586 
Cell: +1 613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter rtwitter.coml I Facebook rfacebook.coml 

Parsons PLUS 

experience the Parsons advantage 











Subject: 

Date: 

Attachments: 


From: 

To: 

Bcc: 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

"istavinaa@tanakiwin.com 11 : "chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca" : "I ean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.qc.ca" : 
"tclaviane@hotmail.com" : "Bennv.t.michaud@amail.com" 

Kanata LRT Extension Planning and EA Study - Second Agency Consultation Group Meeting 

Monday, September 11, 2017 12:14:00 PM 

ACG_Mav2017_MeetinaMinutes.pdf 


The City of Ottawa invites you (or a delegate) to participate in the second Agency Consultation 
Group (ACG) meeting for the Kanata Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. Attached are the minutes from the first ACG meeting for your reference, and 
more information is available at the project website f www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRT l An Outlook 
invitation will follow. 

The second ACG meeting will be held: 

Tuesday, September 19, 2017 from 9:30 to 11:30 A.M. 

Ottawa City Hall (110 Laurier Avenue West) 

Honeywell Room 

Progress of the study to-date will be discussed, including confirming the preferred corridor and 
presenting design alternatives for the preferred corridor. The input from the ACG, other consultation 
groups and the general public will be reviewed after each consultation event and, where 
appropriate, adjustments will be made to the study findings. All comments received will become 
part of the Study public record. 

Please RSVP to this email to confirm your participation. We look forward to seeing you at the second 
ACG meeting. If you have any questions, you can reach me by phone or by e-mail. 

*Sent on behalf of Angela Taylor , Senior Project Engineer, City of Ottawa* 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

steDhen.fitzpatrick@Darsons.com - 

Office: +1 613.691.1586 
Cell: +1 613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter rtwitter.coml I Facebook rfacebook.coml 


+ 


Parsons PLUS 

experience the Parsons advantage 

















From: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

To: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Cc: Tavlor. Angela 

Bcc: louise.sweet@ottawa.ca : marica.clarke@ottawa.ca : Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca : kellv.martin@ottawa.ca : 

Carina.duclos@ottawa.ca : Christopher.roaers@ottawa.ca : Laurent.lolliet@ottawa.ca : Sherry.Beadle@ottawa.ca : 
rovce.fu@ottawa.ca : dana.collinas@ottawa.ca : aenva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca : Michael.tracev@ottawa.ca : 

Chris.Swail@ottawa.ca : charles.wheeler@aecom.com : marc.maaierowicz@ottawa.ca : Mike.Schmidt@ottawa.ca : 
chris.brinkmann@ottawa.ca : Krista.Tanaka@ottawa.ca : frank.mckinnev@ottawa.ca : kornel.mucsi@ottawa.ca : 

Iames.Bowser@ottawa.ca : Dhaneshwar.neermul@ottawa.ca : Sean.Tracev@ottawa.ca : iohn.kukalis@ottawa.ca : 
Kevin.Wherrv@ottawa.ca : iprice@mvc.on.ca : mcraia@mvc.on.ca : alen.mcdonald@rvca.ca : eric.lalande@rvca.ca : 
Lvn.Garrah@ontario.ca : Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca : dave.lindensmith@ontario.ca : frank.vanderlaan@ontario.ca : 
Kate.Greenl@ontario.ca : ifraser.mpp.co@liberal.ola.ora : Lisa.Wilhelm@opp.ca : Nick.Osburn@opp.ca : 

Iov.fishpool@opp.ca : Kendra.Moffatt@infrastructureontario.ca : svlvie.lalonde@ncc-ccn.ca : arto.keklikian@ncc- 
ccn.ca : martin.barakenaera@ncc-ccn.ca : Natalie.Oanibene@ncc-ccn.ca : Valerie.Blazeski@ncc-ccn.ca : 
isabelle.huahes@ncc-ccn.ca : eva.katic@ncc-ccn.ca : bill.mertikas@tc.ac.ca : denise.fell@canada.ca : 
rob.dobos@ec.ac.ca : vance.bedore@tpsac-pwasc.ac.ca : I ulie.St-l ean@tpsac-pwasc.ac.ca : 

Valerie.baillard@forces.ac.ca : ianice.reisler@enbridae.com : lohn.huna@enbridae.com : hart@fotenn.com : 
ScottNichols@hvdroottawa.com : klaus@beltzner.ca : David I eanes : Linda.Carkner@ottawa.ca : 
colleen.connellv@ottawa.ca : istavinaa@tanakiwin.com : chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca : I ean- 
Guv.Whiteduck@kza.ac.ca : tclaviane@hotmail.com : Bennv.t.michaud@amail.com : Croft. Paul : Steacv. Peter : 
Hopper. David : Kelly Roberts 

Subject: Kanata LRT Extension Planning and EA Study - Third Agency Consultation Group Meeting Invitation 

Date: Tuesday, November 07, 2017 12:15:00 PM 


Good Afternoon, 

The City of Ottawa invites you (or a delegate) to participate in the third Agency Consultation Group 
(ACG) meeting for the Kanata Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension Planning and Environmental 
Assessment Study. More information is available at the project website 

( www.Ottawa.ca/KanataLRTfOttawa.cal ). 

The third ACG meeting will be held (An Outlook invitation will follow): 

• Tuesday, November 21, 2017 from 9:30 to 11:30 A.M. 

Ottawa City Hall - 110 Laurier Avenue West 
Honeywell Room 

• Should you need to call into this meeting, conference call details are below: 

° Toll-free dial-in number: 1 855-453-6962 
o Local dial-in number: 613-244-1334 
° Conference ID: 8476142 

Progress of the study to-date will be discussed, including confirming design alternatives for the 
preferred corridor, presenting the preliminary recommended plan, and preliminary evaluation on 
potential sites for a light maintenance and storage facility. The input from the ACG, other 
consultation groups and the general public will be reviewed after each consultation event and, 
where appropriate, adjustments will be made to the study findings. All comments received will 
become part of the Study public record. 

Please RSVP to this email to confirm vour participation. We look forward to seeing you at the third 
ACG meeting. If you have any questions, you can reach me by phone or by e-mail. 

*Sent on behalf of Angela Taylor , Senior Project Engineer, City of Ottawa* * 


Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

steDhen.fitzpatrick@Darsons.com - 
















































































Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1 613.818.8184 

PARSONS 
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experience the Parsons advantage 







From: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

To: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Bcc: istavinaa@tanakiwin.conn : chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca : I ean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.qc.ca : 

tclaviane@hotmail.com : Bennv.t.michaud@amail.com 

Subject: Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study Open House 2 / TLR Kanata Etude de planification et 

devaluation environnementale Reunion portes ouvertes no 2 
Date: Wednesday, November 29, 2017 10:37:00 AM 


La version frangaise suit 

Kanata Light Rail Transit Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 
Open House #2 

Date: Thursday, December 7, 2017 

Location: Kanata Recreation Complex, Hall A, 100 Charlie Rogers PI, K2V 1A2 
Time: 5:30 to 8:30 p.m. (presentation at 6:30 p.m.) 

OC Transpo routes: 61, 88,167 
Parking is available 

The City of Ottawa has initiated this Planning and Environmental Assessment (EA) study to develop a 
Recommended Plan to extend Light Rail Transit (LRT) from Moodie Drive to Kanata. Extending LRT to 
Kanata is identified in the Ultimate Network in the City's 2013 Transportation Master Plan (TMP). 

The previous Open House for this project was held in June 2017. At that time, the City presented the 
evaluation of alternative corridors and identified a preliminary preferred corridor. 

To date, the Study Team has finalized the recommended corridor and at this open house will present 
design details on the recommended plan, station locations and concept designs, and the 
requirement for a light maintenance and storage facility. 

The Environmental Assessment portion of the study will be undertaken in accordance with the 
Transit Project Assessment Process (TPAP) as prescribed in Ontario Regulation 231/08, Transit 
Projects. The City must consider alternative corridors and designs for the project, undertake public 
and agency consultation, assess the potential environmental effects of the Recommended Plan and 
identify measures to mitigate any such impacts. 

Information to date is available at www.ottawa.ca/KanataLRTfottawa.cal . Comments received will be 
collected under TPAP, and with the exception of personal information, will become part of the public 
record. 

Accessibility is an important consideration for the City of Ottawa. If you require special 
accommodation, please contact the project manager below before the event. 

For further information or to provide comments, please contact: 

Angela Taylor, P.Eng. 

Senior Project Engineer 

Transportation Planning - Transportation Services Department 
City of Ottawa 











Tel: 613-580-2424, ext. 15210 
Email: Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 


Train leger sur rail - Kanata Etude de planification et devaluation environnementale 
Reunion portes ouvertes no 2 

Train leger sur rail - Kanata 

Etude de planification et devaluation environnementale 
Reunion portes ouvertes no 2 
Date : le jeudi 7 decembre 2017 

Lieu : Complexe recreatif de Kanata, salle A, 100, place Charlie Rogers, K2V 1A2 
Heure : de 17 h 30 a 20 h 30 (presentation a 18 h 30) 

Circuits d'OC Transpo : 61, 88,167 
Stationnement sur place 

La Ville d'Ottawa a lance une etude de planification et devaluation environnementale (EE) afin 
delaborer un plan recommande pour prolonger la ligne de train leger (TLR) de la promenade 
Moodie jusqu'a Kanata. Le prolongement du TLR jusqu'a Kanata est une composante du reseau ideal 
decrit dans le Plan directeur 

des transports (PDT) de 2013 de la Ville. La precedente reunion portes ouvertes organisee pour ce 
projet a eu lieu en juin 2017. La Ville avait alors presente revaluation des options de couloir et avait 
porte son choix preliminaire sur I'un d'eux. 

A ce jour, I'equipe d'etude a finalise la conception du couloir recommande. El le presentera a cette 
reunion publique les details conceptuels du plan recommande, I'emplacement des stations et les 
concepts preconises. Elle soumettra egalement les exigences relatives a la construction d'une 
installation legere d'entretien et de stockage. 

Le volet environnemental de I'etude sera analyse conformement au processus devaluation de projet 
de transport en commun enonce dans le Reglement de I'Ontario 231/08 (Transit Projects). La Ville 
doit prendre en compte differentes options de couloir et de conception du projet, mener des 
consultations aupres du 

public et des organismes vises, evaluer les repercussions environnementales possibles du Plan 
recommande et determiner les mesures qui permettront d'attenuer ces repercussions. 

On peut obtenir I'information disponible a ce sujet sur la page 

www.ottawa.ca/KanataLRTfottawa.cal . Les commentaires repus seront recueillis conformement au 
processus devaluation de projet de transport en commun et, a I'exception des renseignements 
personnels, seront du domaine public. 

La Ville d'Ottawa accorde une grande importance a I'accessibilite. Si vous avez des besoins 
particuliers en cette matiere, veuillez communiquer avec la gestionnaire de projet avant la seance. 




Pour obtenir plus d'information ou formuler des commentaires, veuillez communiquer avec 
Angela Taylor, ingenieure 

Ingenieure principale de projet 

Planification des transports - Direction generale des transports 
Ville d'Ottawa 

Tel. : 613-580-2424, poste 15210 
Courriel : Angela.Tavlor@ottawa.ca 

*Sent on behalf of the City of Ottawa* 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

steDhen.fitzDatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1 613.691.1586 
Cell: +1 613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter rtwitter.coml I Facebook ifacebook.coml 

Parsons PLUS 

experience the Parsons advantage 









Notice of Committee & Council Meetings 



From: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

To: Fitzpatrick. Stephen 

Cc: "Tavlor. Angela" 

Bcc: Croft. Paul : Steacv. Peter : "Kelly Roberts" : Hopper. David : "louise.sweet@ottawa.ca" : 

"marica.clarke@ottawa.ca" : "Amv.Macpherson@ottawa.ca" : "Derrick.Moodie@ottawa.ca" : 

"kellv.martin@ottawa.ca" : "Carina.duclos@ottawa.ca" : "Christopher.roaers@ottawa.ca" : 

"Laurent.l olliet@ottawa.ca" : "Rvan.Polkinahorne@ottawa.ca" : "Sherry.Beadle@ottawa.ca" : 
"rovce.fu@ottawa.ca" : "dana.collinas@ottawa.ca" : "Linda.Carkner@ottawa.ca" : "colleen.connellv@ottawa.ca" : 
"aenva.stefanoff@ottawa.ca" : "Michael.tracev@ottawa.ca" : "Chris.Swail@ottawa.ca" : 

"Charles.wheeler@aecom.com" : "marc.maaierowicz@ottawa.ca" : "Mike.Schmidt@ottawa.ca" : 
"Rahmie.Doueidar@ottawa.ca" : "Krista.Tanaka@ottawa.ca" : "frank.mckinnev@ottawa.ca" : 
"kornel.mucsi@ottawa.ca" : "Stephen.O"Brien@ottawa.ca" : "Dhaneshwar.neermul@ottawa.ca" : 

"Sean.Tracev@ottawa.ca" : "iohn.kukalis@ottawa.ca" : "Kevin.Wherrv@ottawa.ca" : "Mark.Youna@ottawa.ca" : 
"eva.walrond@ottawa.ca" : "iprice@mvc.on.ca" : "mcraia@mvc.on.ca" : "alen.mcdonald@rvca.ca" : 
"eric.lalande@rvca.ca" : "Marv.Dillon@Ontario.ca" : "Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca" : "Ieff.Elkow@Ontario.ca" : 
"dave.lindensmith@ontario.ca" : "frank.vanderlaan@ontario.ca" : "Kate.Greenl@ontario.ca" : 

"ifraser.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org" : "Lisa.Wilhelm@opp.ca" : "Nick.Osburn@opp.ca" : "I ov.fishpool@opp.ca" : 

"Brent.Walker@infrastructureontario.ca" : "Kendra.Moffatt@infrastructureontario.ca" : "svlvie.lalonde@ncc- 
ccn.ca" : "arto.keklikian@ncc-ccn.ca" : "martin.barakenaera@ncc-ccn.ca" : "Natalie.Oanibene@ncc-ccn.ca" : 
"Valerie.Blazeski@ncc-ccn.ca" : "isabelle.huahes@ncc-ccn.ca" : "eva.katic@ncc-ccn.ca" : 
"Binitha.Chakraburttv@ncc-ccn.ca" : "bill.mertikas@tc.ac.ca" : "denise.fell@canada.ca" : "rob.dobos@ec.ac.ca" : 
"vance.bedore@tPsac-pwasc.ac.ca" : "I ulie.St-lean@tpsac-pwasc.ac.ca" : "Dwavne.lames@forces.ac.ca" : "Rosie- 
anne.thibodeau@forces.ac.ca" : "Robert.mcintosh2@forces.ac.ca" : "claudia.dias@canada.ca" : 
"MunicipalPlannina@enbridae.com" : "Iohn.huna@enbridae.com" : "hart@fotenn.com" : 
"Timothv.Oommen@hvdroottawa.ca" : "klaus@beltzner.ca" : "pdufresne@tartanland.on.ca" : 
"mcote@tartanland.on.ca" : "mdenomme@urbandale.com" : "iim.burahout@claridaehomes.com" : 
"scunliffe@reaionalaroup.com" : "philc@richcraft.com" : "KevinY@richcraft.com" : "nadeau@fotenn.com" : 
"tphillips@taaaart.ca" : "SMurphv@minto.com" : "CScarlett@minto.com" : "kaxmith@riocan.com" : 
"etopolniskv@riocan.com" : "I enna.Sudds@kanatanorthbia.ca" : "info@kanatanorthbia.ca" : "sean@mvhome.ca" : 
"kanatacentralbia@amail.com" : "suelina@westottawabot.com" : "morrisb@ottawasenators.com" : 
"publowa@ottawasenators.com" : "BrownB@Ottawasenators.com" : "mvandewouw@krpproperties.com" : 
"andv.thompson@nokia.com" : "adam.nadeau.ext@nokia.com" : "thea.sommerdvk@ericsson.com" : 
"araham.nicoll@ericsson.com" : "devevman@amail.com" : "tchadder@ilrichards.ca" : "iames@broccolini.com" : 
"russell.beach@broccolini.com" : "Ianet.Macdonald@ocdsb.ca" : "Adam.stuart.457@thetire.ca" : 
"arcadiacommunitvassociation@amail.com" : "Anzaccountina@live.com" : "bmaca@paularbour.com" : 
"pres@bridlewood.ca" : "peamca30@amail.com" : "acca@kanatasouth.com" : "president@kanatabeaverbrook.ca" : 
"mattmuirhead@vmail.com" : "president@khca.on.ca" : "rservant@amail.com" : "ditsanal@amail.com" : 
"lois.briaden@hotmail.com" : "amir@mvtrailwest.ca" : "ds_olson@hotmail.com" : "iulie@iakeland.ca" : 
"il.neale@vahoo.ca" : "sefton@svmpatico.ca" : "irocc607@roaers.com" : "don.patterson@roaers.com" : 
"kellv.crozier@ottawa.ca" : "Marc.Desiardins@ottawa.ca" : "President@BikeOttawa.ca" : "iulie@iakeland.ca" : 
"il.neale@vahoo.ca" : "sefton@svmpatico.ca" : "HealthvTransportationott@amail.com" : "erwin_dreessen@ncf.ca" : 
"marie.bulain@ocdsb.ca" : "planninacirculations@ocsb.ca" : "benoit.duauette@cepeo.on.ca" : 

"Marianne.Wilkinson@ottawa.ca" : "Shad.Oadri@ottawa.ca" : "Mark.Tavlor@ottawa.ca" : 
"Rick.Chiarelli@ottawa.ca" : "Allan.Hublev@ottawa.ca" : "istavinaa@tanakiwin.com" : 
"chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca" : "I ean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.ac.ca" : "tclaviane@hotmail.com" : 
"Bennv.t.michaud@amail.com" 

Subject: Notice of Transportation Committee Meeting - Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study 

Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 1:59:00 PM 


Good Afternoon, 

Thank you for your participation in the Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study as 
a member of a Consultation Group. 

The Kanata LRT Planning and Environmental Assessment Study Recommendations are being 
presented at Transportation Committee on Wednesday May 2, 2018 at 9:30 am, in the Champlain 
Room at City Hall, 110 Laurier Avenue West. The Committee's recommendation will then be 
reviewed by City Council on May 9. 

The report will be available for viewing and downloading on Wednesday April 25, 2018 at the 
following link: http://app05.ottawa.ca/sirepub/agendaminutes/index_en.aspxfapp05.ottawa.cal 


*5ent on behalf of Angela Taylor, Senior Project Engineer, City of Ottawa* 


























































































































































Sincerely, 


Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

stephen.fitzoatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1 613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter [twitter.coml I Facebook ffacebook.coml 

Parsons PLUS 

experience the Parsons advantage 








Review of Draft EPR 



From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen 
I ean-Guv.Whiteduck@kza.ac.ca 

Tavlor. Angela : Hopper, David : Croft, Paul : "Kelly Roberts" 
RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 
Tuesday, J uly 17, 2018 12:47:00 PM 


Good Afternoon Chief Whiteduck, 

This is a follow-up email to the draft Kanata LRT EPR, as circulated below on June 4. We are requesting that 
should you have any comments on the draft EPR that you provide them by Friday, July 27. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. We look forward to your input and are 
available to answer any questions you may have. 

Thank you, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter ftwitter.com! I Facebook ffacebook.coml 


+ 


Parsons PLUS 

experience the Paisons advantage 


From: Kelly Roberts <KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:27 AM 
To: Jean-Guy.Whiteduck@kza.qc.ca 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, 
Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 

Good Morning Chief Whiteduck, 

On behalf of the City of Ottawa, we are providing a preliminary draft of the Kanata LRT Environmental Project 
Report for your review and comment. We look forward to your input and are available to answer any 
questions you may have. 

The link for the Kanata LRT electronic version can be found. 
https://morrisonhershfield- 

my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/kroberts_morrisonhershfield_coml/EvYDkFuyhThHrmzZooOJD5cBltmF_EYZ- 

Di_N3EmSb8kOQ?e=NdyNCI 


Hard copies can be provided upon request. 

















From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen 
chiefcouncil@pikwakanaaan.ca 

Tavlor. Angela : Hopper, David : Croft, Paul : "Kelly Roberts" 
RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 
Tuesday, J uly 17, 2018 12:47:00 PM 


Good Afternoon Chief Whiteduck, 

This is a follow-up email to the draft Kanata LRT EPR, as circulated below on June 4. We are requesting that 
should you have any comments on the draft EPR that you provide them by Friday, July 27. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. We look forward to your input and are 
available to answer any questions you may have. 

Thank you, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter ftwitter.com! I Facebook ffacebook.coml 


+ 


Parsons PLUS 
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From: Kelly Roberts <KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:24 AM 
To: chiefcouncil@pikwakanagan.ca 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, 
Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 

Good Morning Chief Whiteduck, 

On behalf of the City of Ottawa, we are providing a preliminary draft of the Kanata LRT Environmental Project 
Report for your review and comment. We look forward to your input and are available to answer any 
questions you may have. 

The link for the Kanata LRT electronic version can be found. 
https://morrisonhershfield- 

my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/kroberts_morrisonhershfield_coml/EvYDkFuyhThHrmzZooOJD5cBltmF_EYZ- 

Di_N3EmSb8kOQ?e=NdyNCI 


Hard copies can be provided upon request. 

















From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen 
maikens@tanakiwin.com 

Tavlor. Angela : Hopper, David : Croft. Paul : "Kelly Roberts" : "istavinaa@tanakiwin.com 1 
RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 
Tuesday, J uly 17, 2018 12:46:00 PM 


Good Afternoon Megan, 

This is a follow-up email to the draft Kanata LRT EPR, as circulated below on June 4. We are requesting that 
should you have any comments on the draft EPR that you provide them by Friday, July 27. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. We look forward to your input and are 
available to answer any questions you may have. 

Thank you, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter ftwitter.com! I Facebook ffacebook.coml 


+ 


Parsons PLUS 

experience the Paisons advantage 


From: Kelly Roberts <KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:32 AM 
To: maikens@tanakiwin.com 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, 
Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 

Good Morning Megan, 

On behalf of the City of Ottawa, we are providing a preliminary draft of the Kanata LRT Environmental Project 
Report for your review and comment. We look forward to your input and are available to answer any 
questions you may have. 

The link for the Kanata LRT electronic version can be found. 
https://morrisonhershfield- 

my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/kroberts_morrisonhershfield_coml/EvYDkFuyhThHrmzZoo0JD5cBltmF_EYZ- 

Di_N3EmSb8k0Q?e=NdyNCI 


Hard copies can be provided upon request. 


















From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Date: 


Fitzpatrick. Stephen 
president.ormc@amail.com 

Tavlor. Angela : Hopper, David : Croft. Paul : "Kelly Roberts" 
RE: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 
Tuesday, J uly 17, 2018 12:46:00 PM 


Good Afternoon, 

This is a follow-up email to the draft Kanata LRT EPR, as circulated below on June 4. We are requesting that 
should you have any comments on the draft EPR that you provide them by Friday, July 27. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. We look forward to your input and are 
available to answer any questions you may have. 

Thank you, 

Stephen Fitzpatrick 

Associate Environmental Planner 

1223 Michael St., Suite 100, Ottawa, ON K1J 7T2 

stephen.fitzpatrick@parsons.com - 

Office: +1613.691.1586 
Cell: +1613.818.8184 

PARSONS 

www.parsons.com | Linkedln Ninkedin.coml I Twitter ftwitter.com! I Facebook ffacebook.coml 


+ 


Parsons PLUS 

experience the Paisons advantage 


From: Kelly Roberts <KRoberts@morrisonhershfield.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:30 AM 
To: president.ormc@gmail.com 

Cc: Taylor, Angela <Angela.Taylor@ottawa.ca>; Hopper, David <David.Hopper@parsons.com>; Fitzpatrick, 
Stephen <Stephen.Fitzpatrick@parsons.com>; Croft, Paul <Paul.Croft@parsons.com> 

Subject: Kanata LRT Draft EPR 

Good Morning, 

On behalf of the City of Ottawa, we are providing a preliminary draft of the Kanata LRT Environmental Project 
Report for your review and comment. We look forward to your input and are available to answer any 
questions you may have. 

The link for the Kanata LRT electronic version can be found. 
https://morrisonhershfield- 

my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/kroberts_morrisonhershfield_coml/EvYDkFuyhThHrmzZooOJD5cBltmF_EYZ- 

Di_N3EmSb8kOQ?e=NdyNCI 


Hard copies can be provided upon request. 

















VI. TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE AND CITY COUNCIL PROCEEDINGS 



Ottawa 

Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, 2 May 2018 
Champlain Room, 110 Laurier Avenue West 
9:30 a.m. 

Disposition 33 

Note: 1. Underlining indicates a new or amended recommendation approved by 
Committee. 

2. Except where otherwise indicated, reports requiring Council consideration will 
be presented to Council on May 9, 2018 in Transportation Committee Report 
32. 

3. Please note that the recorded votes and dissents contained in this Disposition 
are to be considered DRAFT until the Minutes of the meeting are confirmed 
by Committee. 


ANNOUNCEMENTS/CEREMONIAL 

2017 BRUCE TIMMERMANS AWARDS 


DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 


No declarations of interest were filed. 
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CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

Minutes 32 - 4 April 2018 

CONFIRMED 


COMMUNICATIONS 

Response to Inquiries 

• TRC 01-18- City’s standards for vehicle crossings of sidewalks 


PUBLIC WORKS AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

ROADS AND PARKING SERVICES 


1. PARKING SERVICES 2017 ANNUAL REPORT 

ACS2018-COS-PWS-OOI2 CITY WIDE 


That the Transportation Committee recommend that Council receive the 
Parking Services 2017 Annual Report. 

RECEIVED with the following direction to staff: 

DIRECTION TO STAFF 

That staff in consultation with legal services and the City treasurer review and 
report back with a Memo to Transportation Committee and Council on what 
parking revenues and reserve funds can currently be used for, including whether 
they can be directed to other City initiatives including: 


Provision of affordable housing 
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- Enhancing bicycle parking 

- Subsidizing bike sharing or bike rental 

- Park and Rides 

So that this information may inform a more fulsome review of the Policy in the 
next Term of Council, should Council so direct. 


TRANSPORTATION SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 


2. LEITRIM ROAD REALIGNMENT AND WIDENING (RIVER ROAD TO BANK 

STREET) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY - RECOMMENDATIONS 

ACS2018-TSD-PLN-0003 GLOUCESTER-SOUTHGATE (10); 

OSGOODE (20); GLOUCESTER- 
SOUTH NEPEAN (22) 


That the Transportation Committee recommend that Council: 

1. Approve the functional design for the Leitrim Road Realignment and 
Widening Environmental Assessment Study, as described in this 
report and supporting documents one through six; and, 

2. Direct Transportation Planning staff to finalize the Environmental 
Study Report and proceed with its posting for the 30-day public 
review period in accordance with the Ontario Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment process. 


CARRIED 
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3. KANATA LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL 

ASSESSMENT STUDY (MOODIE DRIVE TO HAZELDEAN ROAD) - 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

ACS2018-TSD-PLN-0002 KANATA NORTH (4); STITTSVILLE (6); 

BAY (7); COLLEGE (8); 
KANATA SOUTH (23) 


That Transportation Committee recommend that Council: 

1. Approve the functional design for the Kanata Light Rail Transit 
(Moodie Drive to Hazeldean Road), as described in this report and 
supporting documents one and two; and, 

2. Direct Transportation Planning staff to initiate the Transit Project 
Assessment Process in accordance with the Ontario Environmental 
Assessment Act (Regulation 231/08), including the preparation and 
filing of the Environmental Project Report for final public review and 
comment. 

CARRIED with the following direction to staff: 

DIRECTION TO STAFF: 

That staff provide the ridership projection from the Kanata Environmental 

Assessment Study prior to Council on 9 May 2018. 


4. MONTREAL-BLAIR ROAD TRANSIT PRIORITY CORRIDOR (ST. LAURENT 
BOULEVARD TO BLAIR STATION) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY 

- STATEMENT OF WORK 

ACS2018-TSD-PLN-0005 BEACON HILL - CYRVILLE (11); 

RIDEAU-ROCKCLIFFE (13) 












OTTAWA CITY COUNCIL 

Wednesday, 09 May 2018 
10:00 am 

Andrew S. Haydon Hall, 110 Laurier Avenue West 
MINUTES 69 


The Council of the City of Ottawa met at Andrew S. Haydon Hall, 110 Laurier Avenue 
West, Ottawa, on Wednesday, 09 May 2018 beginning at 10:00 a.m. 

The Mayor, Jim Watson, presided and led Council in a moment of reflection. 

CLOSED CAPTIONING TRANSCRIPTS 

(note: the transcript can be found at the Confirmation of Minutes link) 


NATIONAL ANTHEM 

The national anthem was performed by La chorale de I’ecole Secondaire Catholique 
Franco-Cite. 


ANNOUNCEMENTS/CEREMONIAL ACTIVITIES 

RECOGNITION - MAYOR'S CITY BUILDER AWARD 

Mayor Watson presented the Mayor’s City Builder Award to Karen Taylor, long-serving 
president of the Fitzroy Harbour Community Association. A lifelong resident of the 
community, Ms. Taylor is known for organizing community activities and for mobilizing 
volunteers to get things done. She has been instrumental in leading the annual Harbour 
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Days summer festival, Winter Carnival, New Year’s Eve Community event, Spring Fling 
fundraiser, and the 25 th , 35 th , 40 th Fitzroy Harbour Community Centre anniversary events. 
She is also being recognized for her leadership during the 2017 floods in Fitzroy Harbour, 
where she was instrumental in organizing volunteers and actions to help the community. 
Ms. Taylor received the Queen Elizabeth II Diamond Jubilee Medal in 2012 


ROLL CALL 

All Members were present at the meeting except Councillor J. Mitic. 


CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

Confirmation of the Minutes of the regular Council meeting of 25 April 2018. 

CONFIRMED 


DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST INCLUDING THOSE ORIGINALLY ARISING 

FROM PRIOR MEETINGS 

No declarations of interest were filed. 


COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were received: 

Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO): 

• Canada-Ontario Bilateral Agreement Signed for the National Housing 


Strategy 
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Response to Inquiries: 

• OCC 04-18 - Zoning of Bars and Restaurants 


Other Communications Received: 

• Submission received containing the names of 34 individuals requesting 

the commitment of the City of Ottawa to developing a formal action 

plan for the Fringewood South Community, comprising of regularly 

scheduled Public consultations and meetings, and a willingness to 

address the community's priority concerns with realistic solutions and 

funding plans for these concerns. 

• Correspondence received from the City Clerk and Solicitor advising 

Members of Council of notification received from a City employee, 

Laura Dudas, that she will be taking a leave of absence, as she intends 

to run in the upcoming 2018 Municipal Election. 

REGRETS 

Councillor J. Mitic advised that he would be absent from the City Council meeting of 9 
May, 2018. 


MOTION TO INTRODUCE REPORTS 

MOTION NO 69/1 


Moved by Councillor T. Nussbaum 
Seconded by Councillor D. Deans 

That Ottawa Board of Health Report 14B; Agriculture and Rural Affairs Committee 
Report 34; Audit Committee Report 15; Community and Protective Services 
Committee Report 32; Finance and Economic Development Committee Report 34; 
Planning Committee Report 62A; and Transportation Committee Report 32 be 
received and considered; and 
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That the Rules of Procedure be suspended to receive and consider the report 
from the City Clerk and Solicitor’s Office entitled “Summary of Oral and Written 
Public Submissions for Items Subject to the Planning Act ‘Explanation 
Requirements’ at the City Council Meeting of April 25, 2018”, so that it is 
considered by Council while the application is still within its appeal period. 

CARRIED 


REPORTS 

OTTAWA BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT 14B 


1. A PUBLIC HEALTH APPROACH TO REDUCING HARMS FROM 

GAMBLING IN OTTAWA 


BOARD OF HEALTH RECOMMENDATION 

That City Council receive this report for information. 

RECEIVED 


DIRECTION TO STAFF: 

That the City Clerk and Solicitor’s Office circulate the letter of commitment dated May 9, 
2018 from Paul Pellizarri (OLG) and Jeff Hook (Hard Rock) to Chair Qadri to all 
members of Council. 
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2. Direct Transportation Planning staff to finalize the 

Environmental Study Report and proceed with its posting 
for the 30-day public review period in accordance with the 
Ontario Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
process 


CARRIED 


16. KANATA LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PLANNING AND 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY (MOODIE DRIVE TO 

HAZELDEAN ROAD) - RECOMMENDATIONS 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

That Council: 

1. Approve the functional design for the Kanata Light Rail 
Transit (Moodie Drive to Hazeldean Road), as described in 
this report and supporting documents one and two; and, 

2. Direct Transportation Planning staff to initiate the Transit 
Project Assessment Process in accordance with the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act (Regulation 231/08), 
including the preparation and filing of the Environmental 
Project Report for final public review and comment. 

CARRIED 


DIRECTION TO STAFF: 

That staff in Transportation Services, Housing Services, Corporate Real Estate, and 
Planning, Infrastructure and Economic Development be directed to initiate the creation 
of a working group to explore and steward opportunities for implementing tools and 
resources to ensure affordable and attainable housing in close proximity (600m) to 
current and future LRT and BRT stations. This can include existing and proposed 
initiatives such as funding models, policy tools, and both City and privately lead 
initiatives. 







